* , * a3; « "3 12 2 
| rr $949 . 4. 2: _ LEST EES 
IN N (46%; 25 15 8 ESE: I fine £4 L808 
* or » A. % 
» i Pn 2 
* v C 


e ©. 4 * Aa 22 . 4 ö 
3 - * q 1 .* a8 = 3 +4 9 - " EB. 
. BY 4 $5 $54: 955 qc: 44 SOS oe 
4 . 1 „„ $f : 
„„ IL 02434 *5 28 S : 

| % * : g ? * Io 3 . 7 5 1 1. * 


Wur RAIN 4 


ALL THE SINNEWES 


OF DOCTOR 


Dovvnhams Defence 


Are brought i into three heads, and 
3 orderly diffolved d. | | 4 
C Roe BY -: $23) 3117+ "4 4 

. „ ES. 2,92 4 
END Publiſhed by cd <4: 4 hes , 


Dr. WILLTAM Au 
1 Ky 
are theſe: 


_ inthis Dioceſans ayal 4 


. Moſles fue 

any Dioceſan forme of Churches, or” Nb. 
= onely, pag. 1. oo 
2. Wheehey ( briſt ordained by himſelfe, or by bis 4. Wy 
. poſes, amy ordinary Paſtours, 410nr Biſbops, ba 
Ving both precedency of order, aud. n 0 ͤ 
= over others. Y Pag 24. RL. 1 
Iflatber Chriſt did immediately. commit ordinary 9 
12 Ecclefiaſticall, and the exerciſe of it, to any 
oſs perſon , or to an united multitude A"; 


wan nile _ 


[ 
f 


THE PREFACE. 


Any-writinge, and ſer mons alſo have cauſe to wiſh 
I that the men from whom they come were lefle 
knowen then they are. For then ſhould they be tree from 
much prejudice,and find better :cceptance wich thole that 
thev come to. But I wiſh nothing mere unto this Treatiſe, 
which is now coming into the world, then that the Author 
of it were throughly known un ; o all choſe that ſhill mcet 
with it;for then his work would need no borrowed com- 
mendation, the title it ſelf carrying authority with ir, even 
to torcereſpeRt from every h-neſt Reader, if either the 
m irpnes ot wit, variety ot reading, depth of judgment, apt- 
nes to teach, holy and pleaſant language, heavenly conver- 
ſation, wiſc cariage,cr any fulnes of grace wil ſo far prevail 
with him. Ie oe not abuſe good words, or load one with 
thhem whom they do not belong ta, as many painters of Se- 
-pulchrs in their ſuneralt Orations uſe to do: but ſpeak that 
in ſhort, which M. Baines his perſon did largly preach unto 
all ſuch as came neer unto bimz&chat which his incompa- 
-rable writings wil ſufficiently witnes to ſutur generations. 
Neither is this all that the Authours-quality may ſuggeſt 
unto the conſiderate Reader: but he may ariſe from this to 
more important thoughrs;eſpeciaily if the remembrance of 
M. Baines bis worth do oceaſion him to think of miny o- 
thers like unto hin: uch as M. Ueerir g. M. More MGreen- 
ham, M. Perkin, M. Ropers, M. Cartwright, NI Fenner, M. 
Drightman, M. Parker, M. Philips, M. Hic: on, and M. Brad- 
ſl zw. &c. to ſpeak nothing of thoſe which yet live, nor of 
I, Re inolds, D. Fulk, and D. Whitabcts with many others. 
For all the ſe being apprel . ẽ ed as m ẽ agreeing in one ſpitit, 
& having lad indeed the ſpirit of glory re ſting on them, 2s 
their works do ſhew, together with thoſe letters teſtimo- 
nial which they left wiiiten in the heart: of many thouſand 
Chtiſtims, it awſt needs cauſe at the leaſt an inquity, what 
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thereakon ſhould be what ſuch famous men of God, could 
never like wel of our Biſhoply courſes in England,nor ever 
be favoured of them. The —__ plaine to all: and the cauſe 
is as evident to thoſe that have eyes to ſee: but no where 
more apparant then in the perſon of M. Baines, and the 
phade where he, and others like him were made ſignes of 
this antipathie. Cambridge is or ſhould be, as an eye to all 
our land ſo that the alterations that fall oat there cannot 
but be elt of all parts. It is th: piace of light; the ſpirituall 
preſſions whi. h in other corners are covered with dark- 
neſſe ( «8 all the works of dar kneſſe would be) when paſt 
all ſhame they come to confront the Sunne it ſelfe, how 
can they then be hidden ? 
When M. perkins had there for many yeares held forth a 
burning and ſhining light, the (parks wherofdid flie abroad 
into all corners of the land, aud after he had ſerved his time 
was taken up into heaven, there was none found fo meet 
for to receive, as it were, the torch out of his hand, and ſuc- 
ceed him in that great office of bearing it before ſuch a peo- 
ple, as this M. Bains, upon whom alſo the ſpirit of that Elias, 
was by experience found to be doubled. In this ſtation he 
ſo demeaned himieli for ſome years, that impietie only had 
cauſe to complaine: or all that favoured the wates of God, 
re joyced and gloriedia him and his Miniſt-cy,25a ſpiritu- 
all treaſure. But at length the hower of darknes came 
from Lambeth, when Arch, Bancroſt ſent M. Harſenet to 
Viſite as they call it, that is{if termes may be interpreted by 
common practiſe) to pick the purſes ofpoore men, and to 
lupprage thoſe that are not twends to the B.ſhops King. 
dome. For though in that circuit there were a multitude of 
unable and notoriouſly ſcandalous Miniſters, yet none 
were foũd worthy ofcenſure, hut only M. Baines, of whom 


+» 


| the world was not worthy, and one other Preacher like 
unte him. Now it is hard to ſay, whether the Glencing of 
dim was more odious, or the manner of it ſhameles. There 


muſt be a Sermon (ye know) at ſuch Viſitations, for faſhion 
jake, though the Viſiter himſelf can ſeldom find leaſure to 


the. 


che ViGeers. that he might either be inlaared in bis words, 
if he did not apply himſelf to their humour, or elle grace 
their ungratious courſes, if he did. But it did not ſucceed 
handſomly either way: For he delivered wbolelome doct- 
trine appertaining to the preſent audience, in ſuch waric 
manner, that no ſpecious occaſion could be taken therby of 
queſtioning bis + ana Yet ſairely. or touly the miſchie- 
vous intention muſt not faile. M. Baines having heat his 
weak body by ſtraining to ſpeakunto a great audience, re- 
tired himſelfe preſently upon his comming down from the 
Pulpit to provide for his health, which other wile would 
have bin indangered. They in the mea time going on wich 
their buſineſſe, as they are wont in the maſterly forme of a 
maſter, called for M. Baines amongſt the reſt, and upon his 
not anſwering , though he was not cited thither as co a 
Caurt,butonly intreated to preach, as hedid,yerfor not ap. 
pearing,he wes immediately ſilenced. Afterward in deed, 
the Chancellor being informed of that grofle nullicy, which 
was in the ſentence,urged him about ſubſcription and con- 
formicy zand fo to make ſure work,filenccd him over again 
In which huſineſſe he was ſo conſcious unto himſclf of un- 
reaſonable and ridiculous dealing, that when M. Biin:s 
ſtanding to receive the ſentence of a corrupt man, did lift 
up his heart and eies unto God with a heavenly ſmiling 
countenance, as he uſed, he interpreted that geſlure to be a 
8korne of his authority. This being don, M. Baines was per- 
ſwaded by his friends to try the Atenbiſhops courrefie , 
unto whom, when he preſented himſelt, at the ver y fir ſt fa- 
lutation ; the gravity and ſeverity of B. GBancroit led him 
ſharply to rebuke the good man for alictle black- worke , 
which was upon the edges of his cuff<s , asking him how 
he durſt come betore him with ſuch cut, telling him very 
biſhoplike,that it were a good turn to lay him by the heels 
ſa doing. After this he would have no more todo with 
ſuek abſurd unreaſonable men: dut preached ſomtime wher 
he might have liberty, as his weakent ſſe of body would 
luffer;andipent the reſt of his time in reading, meditating, 
praying and writing; ſaving that upon occaſion hee did 
A 3 inſtruct. 


The Preface. 
in ſtruct or comfort thoſe which came to bim in private; 
wherin he had a heavenly gift. He was indeed all his life af- 
ter, beſide the weakenes of his body preſſed with want, no 
having(as he often complained to his friends) place to reſt 
his bead in: which me thought was an upbraid ng of the 
25 ind place where be lived with baſe regurdleſnes 2 
& learning: yet he never ſo mich as conſulted with hi ſel 
of denying his ſincericic by pleaſing the Biſhops, of whom 
and their courſes he was wont to lay, They are 4 generation 
of the earth, cartviy and ſavour not the waies of God, Which 
layingothis, they, and fome Doors of Cambridge have 
ſince made good, in that they could not indure, that the 
place from whence they thruſt him, ſhould be ſupplie d by 
other honeſt men, though they were cõformable, but with 
abſolute authority at length forbad it, alledging that Puri- 
tanes were made by that lecture: whetas the truth is, that 
one lecture hath done more good to the Church of God in 
England, then all the dectors of Cambridge: though I doe 
not deny, but forme of them have wrought a good work. 
By this one inſtance ( of which kind I would there were 
not a 100 in our land) it may eaſily appeare to theunder- 
ſtanding Reader, that here is as much agreement betwixt 
our Biſlwps in their managing of Religion (except ſome 2 
or 3, which went outof their elements, when they vente- 
red on thoſe places) & thoſe;powerlal Preachers who have 
bin the chief means ot revealing Gods arme unto falvation, 
as there is betw ixt the light which commeth down from 
heaven, & that thick miſt which ariſeth from the loweſt pit. 
But wee need not ſeeke for demonſtrations of the ſpirit 
which worketh in our Hierarchie from this oppoſition, 
look but at the fruits of ir, wher it hath al. fulnes of conſent, 
as Cathedrall Pallaces, or Pariſhes of Biſhops and Archbi- 
(hops teſidence, ſue i as Lambeth is, where all their canons 
are in fotee, a d have their full ſway without contradicti- 
on: nay come neerer unto them, and take a view of their 
families, even to them that wait in their chambers, and ſee 
what godlineiſe there is to be found Have there not more 
of God and his Kingdome appeared in ſome one Congte- 
gation 
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gation of thoſe Miniſters which they have filenced for un- 
conformity then in all the Biſhops families that are now in 
England? Was there ever any of them that could endure 
fuch a Pariſh as Lamberh is, if they had ſuch power of re- 
forming it as the Archbiſhops haue ? 
To returne therfore unto our Authour : whilſt he lived a 
private life, being thus ſttucken with the Biſhops Planet, he 
had time to apply his able wit and judgement unto the 
diſcuſſing of many queſtions, which ib the Prelates had not 
forced ſuch lea ute upon him, it may be he would have 
paſſed by with others. And among the reſt, by Gods pro- 
vidence he was directed to theſe Eceleſiaſt ical Conti over- 
ſies which concerne our Dioceſan ſtate in England: her- 
in, as in all other qui ſtions which he dealt in, he hath (hew- 
ed ſuch diſlinct and piercing underſtanding together with 
evidence ol truth. as cannot but give good ſatis faction to 
him that in theſe things ſeeketh light. 
Hemight indeed have choſen other particular cortupti- 
ons to have Written on, if it had bene his purpoſe eicher to 
have taught men, what they daily ſee and feel, or to have la- 
i boured about the branches, and leave the root untouched: 
But it was no delight unto him, ſor to prove that which no 
man duubted of, as that the common coutſe and practiſe of 
our Prelates, their courts, their urging of ( ibſct ipions, wich 
human ſuperſtitiou c ceremonies, are preſumptuous inſolen- 
cies againſt God and his Church: or prepoſterouſly to be- 
inne at ihe end of the ſtreame for to eleanſe the water. He 
choſe rather to ſeach the fountain of all that fulnes wher- 
with our Chur he are ſoiled: which h: judged to be found 
in the conſtitu jon here in this Treatiſe examined. And it 
dbeſe few qut ſt ions be wel conſidered, it Will appear that a 
multitude of pernitious abuſes doe depend on thoſe poſiti- 
ons which in them are confuted, One fundamentall abuſe 
in our Eccleliaſticall oppreſſion in the diſpoſing of charges, 
onrplacing. of Miniſters over Congregattunst it is called u- 
ſually beſtowing of Beebeca or Livings,in an earthy phraſe 
which ſavourerh of the baſe.corruption commonly practi- 
fed. For Congregations ought not to be beſtowed 1 Mi- 
a N 
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ters, britMiniſters on Congregations: the beneficor be» 
nefice'of the Minifter, is not ſo much to be regarded, as of 
the Congregation: It iy the calling and eharge which every 
Mmiſter ſhould looke at, not his living and benefice. Now 
theſe Benefic es are beſtowed ordinarily by the Patro{whe- 
ther Popith, prophane,or religious, all is one) & the'Biſhop, 
without any regard ot the peoples call or conſent : ſo as no 
lawſulznariage is made;no ſervant placed: ageinſt all Scrip- 
ture, Conncels and antient examples. Wherby it commeth 
ordinarily to paſſe, that Lawyers muſt determine of Mini- 
ſters callings, attet Jong ſutes and great charges as if Con- 
gregations and Farms Were held by one title and right. And 
lomti ne it is found that the Miniſter is a continuall plague 
unto his people, living in conrention , ſpite & hatred with 
them, as many law - ſuits do too too plainly witnes, Whar is 
the reaton? Beeaaſe Pariſhes are eſteemed as no Churches 
that ever were ordained bj Chriſt, os rece ived any power 
and priviledges from him, but as mans creatures, and hy 
man to be ordered as it pleaſech him. Another practice of 
like natute with the former, is that the miniſter being called 
to one Congregation, beeommeth a Pluraliſt hy taking a- 
notker, or more liv ings, in ſpite of that Congregation, te 
which he was firſt and is ſtill perſonally tied, And afterthis 
he may be a nonreſident, abiding or Preaching at none of 
his many livings. Nay he may chop and change, ſell and buy 
like a marchanr,ſohe do it ctofely; which is ſuch an abomi- 
nation, as Rome and Trent condemneth, and hell it telſe 
will ſearſe defend. What is the ground / Becauſe ( forſooth) 
Chriſt hath not appointed Pariſhes, their officers & offices, 
and therfore no man is bound further in this kinde , then 
mens Laws,cinons,cuſtomes,and injunRions do preſcribe 
unto them. For a grave Doctor of Cambridge anſwered 
one that cat ined! him for his groſſe non-relidencie,vsz. 


that Pariſhes were divided by a Pope: inſinuating as it 
ſeemetb, that he accounted it a point of Poperie, for to tie 
Miniſters anto their particular charges; Han, 

A third grofle corruption is,thattbe officers in Congregt= 
ts co 
the 


tions, Miniſters, Church-wardens, &c.are madeſcrvan 
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9 Chancellours, Archdeacons, &c. being, a 
it were, their promotors, informers, and executionere, 
in all matters of juriidiction and government, for to 
bring in mony into their purſes : for performance alio of 
which ſervice to them, the Church-wardens upon every 
occafion are enforced to take ſuch corporal! oathes as not 
one of them doth ever keep. What other ground of this, 
befide the fote- mentioned, that particular Congregati- 
ons are no ſpirituall incorporations , and therefore mult 
have noofficers for government within themſelves ? 

Now all theſe confuſions with many others of the ſame 
kind,how they are condemned in the very foundation of 
them, M. Bains here ſheweth in the firſt queſtion, by main. 
taining the divine conſtitution of a particular Church, in 
one Congregation. In which queſtion he malntaineth a- 
gainſt his adverſaries a courſe net unlike tothat which 
Armachanus, in the daicsof King Edward the third, con- 
tended for againſt the begging Fiers in his booke called 
The defence of Curates: Fot when thoſe Friers incroach: d 
upon the priviledges of Parochiall Miniſters, he with- 
ſtood them upon theſe grounds: Eccleſia Parochiali jux- 
taverba Moſis Deut. 1 2. eſt locus electas a Des, in quo de- 
bem atcipere runcta que precipit Dominus ex Sacra- 
ments, Paror hus eſt ordina ins Parochiani: eſt perſona 
Des præcept a, vel mandato Dei ad illud miuiſterium ex- 
plendum electa: which it they be granted,our adverſaries 
cauſe may goe a begging with the foreſaid Friers. 

. Another ſort of corruptions there are, which though 
they depend upon theſame ground with the former, jet 
immediately flow out of the Hierarchie. What is more 
diilonant from the revealed will of Chriſt in the Goſpell, 
even allo from the ſtate of the Primitive Church, t ien that 
the Church and Kingdome of Chriſt ſhould be managed 
as the Kinzdomes ot the world , by a Lordly authoriry, 
with externall pompe,commandipg power, contentious 
courts of judgement, furniſhed with chancellors, officials, 
commillaries,advocates, proſtors, paritors, and ſuch like 
humane devices? Yet all —_— neceſſarily follow up- 
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on the admitting of ſuch-Biſhops as ours are in Englan i: 
who notonely are Lords over the flack, but doe proſeſſe 
ſo mueh inthe higheſt degree, when they tell us plainly, 
that their Lawes or Canons doe binde mens conſciences. 
For herein we are like the people of Ifracl, who would 
not have God for their immediate King, but would have 
loch Kings as other Nations: Even forthe Papiſts, and we 
eftcr them, rciuſe to have Chriſt an immediate King in 
the immediate goverament of the Church; but mult have 
Lordly Rulers with ſtate in Eceleſiaſticall affaires, ſuch 
as the world hach incivill. 

What a miſerable pickle are the moſt of our Miniſters 
in, when they are arged to give an account of their cal- 
ling? Toa Papiſt indeed they can give a ſhifting anſwer, 
that they have or dination from Biſhops , which Biſhops 
were ordiined by other Biſhops, and they, or their ot- 
dainers by Popiſh Biſhops : this in part may ſtop the 
mouth of a Pe piil: bit let a Proteſtant which doubcech of 
theſe matter move the q 1eſtion,and what then will they 
ſay?It they flie to popith Biſhops, as they are popiſn, then 
let them goe no longer ma ked under the name of Pro- 
teſt ints. It they alledge ſucceſſion dy them from the A- 
poſtles, then (to ſay nothing of the aporopriating of thiz 
ſuece ſſion unto the Popes chaire, ia whoſe name, and by 
whole authority or Engliſh Biſhops did all things in 
times paſt) chen I ſay they muſt take a great time for the 

latisty ing of a poore man concerning this queſtion, and 
for the juſtifying of their ſtation, For untill chat out of 
good records they can ſhew a perpetuall (acceſſion from 
the Apoſtles unto their Dioceſan which ordained them, 

and untill they can make the porte man which doubteth, 

perceive the truth and certainty of thoſe records, (which 

Iwiſſe they will doe at leafure) they can never make char 

ſucce ſſion appeare.lf they flye to the Kings authoriry,tne 

King himſe fe ill forſake them, and deny that he taketh 
upon him to make or call Miniſters, If to tie preſent Bi- 

ſhops and Archbifhops, alas they are as farre to ſeeke as 
dhe uiſelves, and much further. The proper caulc of allthis 
iu miſery 
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miſery is the lifting up of a lordly Pcelacy,upon the ruines 
of the Churches liberties. 

How intollerable a bondage is it, that a Miniſter being 
called to a charge. may not preach to his peop'e except he 
hath a licence from the Biſhop or Archbiſhop : Cannot 
receive the beſt ot his Congregation to communion if he 
be cenſured in the ſpirituall Courts, thovgh it be but for 
not pay ing of fix pence which they required of him in any 
name, be the man other u iſe never ſo innocent: nor keep 
one ftom the communion, that is not prefented in thoſe 
Courts, or be ing preſented is for money abſolved,thoagh 
he be never fo ſcandalous: and muſt often times (if hee 
will hold his place) againſt his conf: ience put backe thoſe 
from communion wich Chriſt, whom Chriſt doth call 
unto it (as good Chriſtians if they wiil not kneele) and 
receive thoſe that Chriſt putteth backe, at the command 
of a mortall man. 

What a burthen are poore Miniſters pre fſd with, in 
that many hundreds of them depend upon one Biſhop and 
his Officers : they muſt harry up to the ſpitituall Court 
upon every occafion, there ro ſtand with cap in h ind, not 
onely before a Biſhop, but before his Chancellour, to bee 
railed on many times at his pleaſure: to be cenſured, ſuſ- 
pended,deprived,for not obſerving ſome of thoſe canons 
which were of purpoſe framed for ſnares, when far more 
ancient and honeſt canons are every day broken by theſe 
Iudges themſelves for lucre ſale, as in the making of Vto- 
pian Miniſters, who have no people to miniſter unto; in 
their holding of commendams,in their taking of money, 
even to extortion, for orders and inſtitutions : in their ſy- 
mony,as well by giving as by taking: and in all their idle, 
coverous, and ambitious pompe ? For all theſe and ſuch 
like abuſes, we are beholding to the Lordlineſſe of our 
Hierarchy:which in the root of it, is here overthrown by 
M. Bayne, in the concluſions of the ſecond and bird Que- 
ſtion. About which he hath the very ſame controvetſie, 
that Marfflius patavinus in part undertooke long ſince, 
about the time of Edward the ſecond, againſt the "_ 
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For he im his booke called Defen/or pacu, layeth the ſame 
ounds that hereare maintained. Some of his words,- 
though they belarge, I will bereſet downe for the Rea- 
ders information. Poteſtas clavium ſive ſolvents & ligan- 
di, eſt eſentialis & inſeparabilts Pretbyterio in quantum: 
Preibyter eſt. Is hac authoritate, Epiſcopus a Sacerdote non 
asffert teſte Hieronymo, imo verius Apoſtolo, cujus etiam eff 
aàperta ſententia. Inquit enim Hieronymus ſuper Mat. 16. 
Habent quidem eandem judiciariam poteſtatem alii Apoſt o- 
li, habet omnes Eccleſia in Presbyteris & Epiſcopis: præ po- 
nent in hoc Pretbyteros, quoniam ant boritas hæc debetur 
Preubytere, in quantum Presbyter, primo, & ſecundum quod 
igſum. Cc. Many things are there diſcourſed to the tame 
purpoſe, dict. 2. c. 15. It were too long to tec ite all. Vet 
one thing is worthy to be obſerved how he interpreteth 
a phraſe of Icrome ſo much alledged, and built upon by 
the Patrons of our Hierarchy. Jerome faith ad Evagr.that 
a Biſhop doth nothing, excepting ordinati-n, which a 
Presbyrer may not doe. Ofthis teſtimony D.Dowaan a- 
voucheth, that nothing can be more pregaant-then it, to- 
prove that Biſhops were ſuperiour to Presbyters in pow 
er of ordination, But heare what this ancient Writer 
ſaith, Ordinatio non ſignificat ibi peteſtatem conferendi, cen 
colationem ſacrorum ordinum : ſed eeconomicam poteſt a- 
tem regulandi vel diri gendi Eccleſia ritus, atque perſonas, 
quantum ad exercitium divins cultus in tempio; unde ab 
axiiqui; legumlatoribis vocantnry Oeconomi reverends. 

It would be over long to declare all the uſe which may 
be made of this Treatiſe. which being it ſelfe fo ſhort, for. 
biddeth prolixity inthe Preface, Ifthe Author had lived 
to have accompliſhed his purpoſe in perteting of this 
worke, he would (it may be) have added ſuch conſide- 
rations as theſe : or at leaſt he would have left all fo clear, 
that any attentive Reader might eaſily have concluded 
them from tis premiſſes. For ſupply of that defect, theſe 

raRicall oblervations are noted: which with the diſpute 
It ſelfe, Leave to be pondered by the conſcionable Rea- 
der. | . Amte. N 
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QVESTION IS. 


WHETHER CHRIST DID IN STI. 
TUTE OR TE ( 
frame any Dioceſan forme of Churches, 

or Pariſhionall onely. 


OR determihing this Queſtion, we will brſt ſet down the 

Arguments which affirme it. Sc condly, thoſe which denn 

Third'y, lay duwa ſome reſponſive concluſions, and anſwer 

the obj. &ivns made againtt that pare we take to be the 
truth. 

T he ſe who affirme the frave of Dioceſan Churches, vouch 
their Arguments: porily trom Seriptuie, partly from prefidents, 
or inſtances ſacred aud Ecclebafticall, Finally, from the congrut- 
ty it kach with reaſon, thot ſo they ſhould be conſlitute. 

The firſt objection is taken from comparing, thoſe two Scrip-— 
tures, Titus 1. 5. Act. 14. 23. Ord:ine Elders ch ty City. They or = 
dained Elders Church by Church. Hence it is thus argued. They 
who ordained that a City, with the Suburbs and regions about it, 
ſhould make but one Church, they ordained a Dioceſan Church. 
But the Apoſtles, who uſe theſe phraſes as 2quipollent, To ordaine 
Fretbyers in every Cit), and toordaine them in every Church , appoin- 
ted, that 2 city with the ſuburbes and region about it, ſhould 
make but one Church. Iirgo, the 1 e conſtituted a D. oceſin 
Church. 

The reaſon of the propoſition is, becauſs Cliriſtians converted 
in a City, with the luburbes, villages, and countries about it. c<uid 
not be ſo few, as to make but a Pariſhionall Church, The Aſlunp- 
tion is cle e, for theſe phraſes are uſed, as ad aqua /e, ani being to 
uſed, needs it muſt be that the Apoſtles framed cities, ſuburbs, and 


reprong into one chu ch. 
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2 They argue from examples Sacred and Ecclefiaſticall, Sacred 
ate taken out . old and new T<flamenr, Rccle ſiaſticall, from 
the Primitive times, and from Patternes in our owne times ? yea, 
even from ſuch churches, as we hold re formed, as thoſe in Belgia 
and Gene va. 

To beginne with the church of the Jewes in the old Teſtament, 
whence they reaſou thus, That which many particular Synagogues 
were then(becauſe they were all but one Common-weal h,and had 
ail but one profcfli n) that m:y many chriſtian chur. hes now bee 
upon the 1. ke grounds, But they chen, though many Synagogues, 
yet becauſe they were all but one Kingcome , and had all bur one 
profefli >n, were all one nationall church. Ergo, upon like grounds 
many church's with us, in a nat ion or city, may be one nationall or 
Diocefan church. 

Secondly, the church of Jeruſalem inthe New Teſtament is ob- 
jeded. 1 Thatwhich the Apoſtles intended ſhould be a head church 
to all Chriſtians in Jadea, that was a Dioceſan church. But this they 
did by the church cf Jeruſalem. Ergo: 2. That which was more 
numberſome, then could mcet Parifhionally,was no Pari ſhionalbut 
Dioceſan church. But that church was ſuch. Firſt, by growing to 
3a00.then 5000 Ad. 2. 41. & 4.4. then to have millions in it, Act. 
21.20, Ergo, the church of Jerulalem was not a Parifhionall, but a 
Doc. (an church. | 

Thirdly, the church of Corinth is objeRed to have beene a Me- 
tropolit an church. He who writing to the church of Corinth, doth 
write to all the Saints in Achaia with it, doth imply that they were 
all ſubordinate to that church. But this doth Paul, 1 Cor. 2. 1. Ergo. 
Secondly He who ſaluteth jointly the Corinthians and Achaians, 
and calleih the church of Corinth bythe name of Achaia, and 
names it with preheminence before the reſt of Achiia, doch imply 
th it the church of Corinth was the Metropolitan church to which 
all Achaia was ſubjeR, But the Apoſtle doth this, 2 Cor. 9. 2. & 11. 

11.8.9. 10 Ergo. 

Fourthly, that which was the mother city of all Macedonia, the 
church in that city mult be, if not a Metropolitan, yet a D:oceſan 
church. But Philippi was ſo. Ergo. 

The fifih is from the churches of Aſia, which are thus proved, 
at leaſt to have beene Dioceſan, 1. Thoſe ſeven churches which 
contained all other churches in Aſia ſtrictly t- ken, whether in city 
or countiey; thole (even were for their circuit, Metropolitan, or 
Dieceſan churches, Burt thoſe ſeven did containe all other in A- 
n. Ergo. 2. He who writing to all churches in Aſia, writeth by 
nawe, but to theſe ſeven, he doth imp'y, that all the reſt were 
cont nine d iniheſe, Bui Chriſt writing to the ſever, wrateth: to all 

churches 


| (3) 
churches in Aſia, not to name that five of thete were Metropo- 
litan cities, viz, Philadelphia, and Peiꝑ unus, two Dioceſan at leaſt, 
3. He whe mak.th the fingular church he writeth to, tu be a mul- 
titude of churthes, not one onely (as the bocy 1s not one mem- 
ber onely) hee doth make that one church, to which he writeth in 
ſingular, to be a Dioceſan church. But Chriſt in his Epiphonema- 
ricall concluſion to every church, which he had ſpoken to in ſingular, 
doth ſpeake of the ſame as of a multitude. Let bin that hath eares, 
bare what the Spit ſaith to the churthes. Ergo. 

Thus leaving ſacred examples, we come to Eccleſiaſticall. 

Frrit, in regard of thoſe ancient churches, Rome, Alexandria, 
It i impoſſible they ſhould bee a Pariſluonall congregation 200, 
ye ares after Chrift, For if the multitude of chriſtians did in Hicru- 
ſalem ſo increaſe within a little time, that they exceeded the pro- 
portion of one congregation, how much more likely is it that chri- 
{trans in Rome and Alexandria did ſo increaſe in 200. yeares, that 
theycould not keep in one particular Aflem bly? But the firſt is true. 
Ergo, alſo the latter. Which is yet further confirmed by that which 
Tertullian and Cornelius teſtifie of their times. 

o come from theſe to our moderne reformed church:s, thele 
prove a Dioceſan church. That reſpe& which many congtregaiti- 
ons diſtinct may have now aſſembled in one place, that they moy 
have ſevered in many places. For the unity of the place is but 
extrinſicke to the unity of the congregition, But mary diſtinct 
congregations gathered in one city, may make, wee lay, one 
church, as they doe inthe Netherlands. Ergo, diſtinct congre- 
g1tions, ſevered in divers places may make one church, It many 
churches, which may ſubject themſelves to the government ot 
one Presbytety, may ſo make one, they may ſubjeR themſelves 
to a biſhop and cathedrall conſiſtory, and ſo mike one. But che 
2 4. churelies of Geneva, and the territories belonging to it, doe 
ſubje& themſelves to the government of one Piesbytety , and (o 
make one. For ſo farre as two mcete in a third, they are one in it. 
Ergo. 

The third principall Argument is from reaſon, If city chur- 
ches onely, and not th: churches of Villages, and comry 
Townes, hid biſhop:, Presbyters, and Deacons pl iced in them, 
then were thoſe city church:s Dioceſan churches, But city 
chur hes onely had theſe. Ergo, city churches were Dioctſan, 
diftinow ſhed from Paiſhionatl churches, The Aſtumption 1s 
proved ird by Seti ere, Tus , At. 14: 14 Secondly, this 
18proyed by Ec.lefiifticall Stoiy, They who ore oven to jour 
the converlion of the Regions „tacher then tend thoſe alreacy 


converted, they were nv: given co Parithionall church. Bur the 
Tr. | yYels 
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Presbyters planted by the Apoſtles were ſd. Ergo. They who 
wereſet in a church before Pariſhes were, could not be given to 
a Pariſhionall church. But ſuch were the Presbyters of the Apo- 
ſtles inſtitution, Ergo, For it is plaine in the practice of all ages, 
from the firſt diviſion, that no church but the mother church 
had a Prebytery and a biſhop , but Presbyters ane ly. Nay, it was 
ever by councels condemned, and ty the judgement of the anci- 
ent forbidden, thatin Townes or Villages, any but a Presbyter 
ſhould be planted, 3. This is alſo proved by reaſon, for it way no 
more poſſible to have biſhops and Presbyters in every Pariſh, then 
to have a Maior and Aldermen (ſuch as we have in LonCon) n 
every Towne, 2. If every Pariſh had a Presbyter , then hadgtucy 
power of ordination, and furniſhivg themſclves with a Minilter, 
when now they were deſtitute, But they were alwaies in this caſe 
dependant onthe city. Ergo, there was then a D.oceſan church 
having government of others. Presbyters could not ordaine, 
ſede vacente, though they did ar fuſt , as in the church of Alex2n- 
dria. Let ary ſhew for 400. ycares a Pariſhionall church with a 
Presbytery init. 

Now we muſt muſter choſe forces which oppoſe theſe Dioceſan 
churches, allowing onely ſuch churches to bee inſtituted of Chriſt, 
which my meet in one congregation ordinarily, 

The word which without ſome modification ſuper- added, doth 
ſigniſie onely ſuch a company as called forth, may aſſemble Poli- 
tically, that word being alone, doth ſigmifie ſuch a church as 
may to holy purpoſes ordinarily meete in one. But the word 
Church, which Chriſt and his Apoſtles did inſtitute, is uſed indefi- 
nitcly, and ſignifieth no more, Ergo. Ubi lex non aiſlinguit, non eſt 
diſlinguendum. 2. The Scripture {peaketh of the churches ina King» 
dome or Province, alwaies in the plurall number, without any note 
of difference, 15 cquall one with the other, Ergo, it doth not know 
Provinciall, Nationall, or Dioceſan churches, Let a reaſon be given, 
hy it ſhould never ſpeake in the ſingular number, had they been. a 
ſingular church, 

Secr noly, let us come to eximples: the churches the Apoſtles 
platted were fuch 553 mi_h- and did congregate. 

Fiilizthatof Hirafalem though there were in it toward 500, Sy- 
nogogucs, yet tie chriſtian church was but one, and ſuch as did 
congregate mto one place ordinarily after the acce ſle of 5000, to 
it. Act 2.46. & 5. 12. & 6.1, & 15.25. & 21.22. & 25.22, For the ir 
ordinary uncetip gas it is, AR. 2.46. daily, could not be a Panege- 
ricall meeting. Againe, ifihcy might meete Synodically, Why 
micht they not mecte then in daily courſe ; though the univerſall 
meeting of a church is not ſo fuly called Synodicall: And — 

| ey 


(50 
they are (aid to be millions of beleevert, yet that was by accident of a 
circumſtance, happily the Pafleover. We muſt not judge the greatneſſe 
of a water by that it is, when now it is up and ſwelleth by accident of 
ſome inundations. They had not a ſeiled ſtate there, by which they 
did get the right of being ſet members. Yea, it is likely, they were 
and continued but one congregation, For forty yeeres after they were 
not ſo great a multitude, put that Pella, like co the Zeber of Lot, 2 
little Towne could receive them. But more of this inthe anſwer to the 
objection. | 
Secondly, ſo the Church of Antiothia, was but one Church, Acts 
14. 27. they are ſaid to have gathered the Church together. Object. 
That is, the Miniſters, or repreſentative Church. Anſ. 1. For Muuſters 
onely, the Church is never uſed. 2 By analogie, Acts 11. Peter give 
account before the whole Church, even the Church of the fauhtull, 
Erge. 3. They made relation to that Church, which had ſent them 
forth with prayer and impoſition of hands, and this Church ſtood of afl 
thoſe who aſſembled to the publike ſervice and worſhip of God. 
4. The people of the Church of Antioch were gathered together to N 
conſider of degrees ſent them by the Apoſtles from Hieruſalem. 
7: r. F , 
Thirdly, the Church of Corinth was one congregation, which did 
for the ſervice of God, or exerciſe of Diſcipline meet together, 1 Cor. 
5.4. 1 Cor. 14.25. verſ. 26. 1 Cor. 1 1. 17. verſ. 23. in wo & codem loco. 
That whole Church which was guilty of a finner uncaſt forth, could 
not be a Dioceſan Church, neither can the word u, e comming 
tage tber, ever be ſhewed to ſignifie any thing elſe, beſides one particular 
Fourthly, the Church of Ephe ſus was but one flocke. Firſt, it is 
likely that it was of no other forme then the other, Secondly, it 
was but one flocke z that flocke which Presbyters might jointly feed, 
was but one. They had no Dioceſan Biſhop. If Presbyters orely, 
then none but Pariſhionall Churches in and about Epheſus. There 
may be many flocks, but God ordained none, but ſuch as may wholly 
meet with thoſe, who have the care of feeding and governing of 
them. Peter indeed, 1 Pet. 5. 2, calleth all thole he writeth to, one 
Hocke : but that is in regard either of the myſticall eſtate of the 
faithfull, or in reſpect of the common nature which is in all Chur- 
ches one and the ſame : but properly, and in externall adunation, 
one flocke is but one congregation, Thirdly, Pariſhes according to 
the adverſe opinian, were not then divided. Neither doth ihe long 
and fruitfull labours of the Apoſtles argue, that there ould be 
Parith Cliurches in Dioceſan wife added; but a greater number of 


filter Churches. But when it is laid that all Alia did heare : the 
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caning is, that from hand to hand ir did runne-chrough Abs, ſo 1 


Churches were plamed every where, even where Fun came not, 28 ac 
Colofle, There might be many churches in Aſia, and many conver- 
red ee and others fruitfull labour without ſubordination of 
churt ; | 


Examples Eccleſiaſticall. 1. Iguatius exhorteth the church of the 
Epheſians , though numberleſſe, to e eee often in one 
lace, Epiſt. to Ge Epheſians, and to the Philippians : where the Bi- 
ſhop is, let the people be gathered to him, as where Chriſt is, there 
is the whole hoſt of heaven, Fe calleth his church of Antiech a 
| Synagogue of God, which cannot agree to a Dioceſan church: For 
theſe were particular congregations, oppoſed as to thu: Nationall 
church, ſo to all Provinciall and D.oceſan. Neither doth he call 
himſelfe Biſhop of Syria, but as he. was, Biſhop of the cangregiti- 
20 in Syria, as a Miniſter ſtileih himſelſe a Miniſter of ueber of 

ngland. . | 

: Juſtine and Ireneus knew no kinde cf church in the world 
which did not aſſemble on the Sabbotk. But a D. oce ſan chureli 
cannot. ; x 

3 Tertullian Apol. cap, 39. doth ſhew that all churches in his 


time did meet, and did worthip God, in which prayers, readings, 


exhortations, and all manner of cenſuzes were performed. Hee 
A= no churches which had not power of cenſures within them- 
elves. = 

4 Churches are ſaid at firſt to have beene Pariſhes, and Pariſhes 
within cities, in Buſeb. [ih.3.44- lib. 4. cap. 21. lib. 2. cap. 6. lib. 4. cap. 
25. and S int Ion lib 3. cap. 23. ſuth to the Biſhop, redde javenom 
quem tibi ego & Chriſt teſle Eceli ſta tua tradidimms. Ihat church in 
whale preſence John might commit his dep. Frum, or truſt, was but 
one congregation, lib. 4. cp. 11. Hyg nus and Pius ate ſaid to have 
undertaken the M niſtery of the chuich of Rome : which church 
was ſuch there fore, as they might miniſter uato, lib 7. 7. Dioniſi- 
us Alex. writeth to Xiſtus, and the church which he governed. A 
Dioceſan church cannnor receive letters. Before Julien and Deme- 
trius his time, there is no mention of churches in a Biſhops pariſh, 
The church of Alexandria was within the citie, lib.7, cap.z. Cormeli- 
w is (11d, 6fficium Epiſcopi impleviſſe in civitete Rome ex Cyp. lib, 1. . 
piſt. 3 Cornelius Faliciſiaum ex Eccleſia pepulit qui cum tamen de pro- 
vincia pellare von potuit. Vide Ru ſſinum, lib. 1. cap.6, ſuburbarariarum Ec - 
cli tum tantum curam g fot, Cyprian was Paſtor Pargcie in Carthagize, 


of the Pariſh in Carthage, auſeb. lib. 7. cap. 3+ ex verb Cypriani, lib. 1. 


epiſt. 3. 

| 5 Tristhe rule of Scripture, that a Biſhop ſhould be choſen in 

light of his people. Biſhops were choſen long after by the people. 
- As 


* 


As of Name, and others by the. people committed ro them; Cypr: 
1:b.4. epiſt. 1. Neighbour Biſhops ſhould come co the people over 
whoma Biſhop was to be ſet, and choſe the Biſhop in pretence of the 
people, Schiſmes were ſaid to be from thence, Quad Epiſcops wniver- 
fa fraternitas non a at, Cypr. epiſt. 55, iota frarernitas i. unius con- 
gegationts tote multitudo, tx qua componitur ec ea particulars, Sabin 
ue piveſs ſratemmitatinſifagio Epiſcopatus: fait dela. Cypr. lib. f. 
epilt; r. 58.68. Etaefe git ur cncaims now uit maſe, quùm ut Epiſcopm 
totam plrbem fun in negeris 'buſuſmodi caroncare poruertt. Soc. lib. 7. 
cap. 3. de Agweto. Convorevit nem clerum & populum qui erat intra 
Xl ius Juriſdictions. a | 
6 The Chorepiſcopi were Biſhops in Villages; there is no l:ke- 
Lhood of the other notations Their adverſaries'in oppoſiag them 
never object that᷑ they were as Delegates , or Suftragan Biſhops to 
hem. : 2 . 2 „ 8 | K 
7 . Biſhops: were Wont to goe forth. to confirme all the baptized 
through the Dioce ſſe. 6 TE — 
& They were ae ighbours, and might meet a dozen, ſix, three, in the 
cauſe of a Biſhep. „ A -. : 
. : 9./; They were united, fomerimes in Provinciall Councels, in which 
many Diſhops merrwice yearly; Nin. lib 1, cap. 5p. Hidur uticenſit re- 
thin a tim hen they ere feweſtꝭ in A frical in perſecution Van- 
Aalic a, 650. fled to ſave ihemſti ves. A uſtin ſaiih there were innume- 
able orthodox Biſhops in Africa: and the Proyinciall Councels doe 


\ 


confirme the ſame. 0 | 3; 
Nou byreaſon it is cleare that churches were not Metropolitan ar 
D iocc ſan. | CHE 2 35 YET. dS 1 | 
1 Tha church whoſe tauſes are wanting, that church is wanting. 
But: in a Dinut ſan clrurch cauſes are not to be found. Erg. 

Eirſt, the efficient cauſe, God ordeyning. For none can take on 
him to be a miniſter Dioceſan: no place to be a place, where the Aſ- 
ſembly Diocefan ſhould be held; no people can worſhip God in re- 
pairing to this place and minifttry, without warrant of his wotd. 
Ergo. In the Nationall church of the Jewes, due and his ſonnes 
tooke not that honour, it Was given them: The place of the Natio- 
nall meeting, God choſe: Hieraſalem. I he people he preciſely bound 
to practiſe (ome ordinances of werſhip no where: but there, and to 
appeare there before him. Secondly, the mattet of a Dioceſan 
church is people within ſuch a circuit, obhged to meet at leaſt on 
ſolemne dayes, whereſoever the Diocefan Miniſters and Ordinances 
of worſhip arc exerciſed; Paſtors who have callings to tend them 
and migiſter to them in this. Dinceſan meeting now aſſembled. Ei- 
nally, the actuall meetings of them to ſuch end; a8 ſuch more ſo- 
ned to, are no wherk com- 
C 2 manded, 


lemne and publike meetings are ordai 


1 


2 


doch prove her tobe nothiagꝭ 


{ 80. 4 
2 any faſbien weite erer by ay warrant of the Werd ptã 
Gi ; . I | 
If any ſay, theſe are not the cauſes of a Dioceſan Church, but an or- 
dinance of God binding perſons within ſuch a circuit to ſubjeR chem» 


ſelres.to ſuch a Church and the miniſtery thereof, that they may be go- 


I nſwer. Firſt, there is no ordinance of God for this, that can be 
ſhewed, that Churches within ſuch a circuit ſhould be tyed to a cer- 
taine head Church for government. Ny, it is falſe, Fer every Church 
by · Chriſts inſtitution hath power of government; and the Syna- 

opue had in ordinary matters, the government that the Church of 
Ickelalem had; ( being all over) except onelyin ſome reſerved cauſes. 
Secondly, I ſay, that this will nor make a Dioceſan Church formal- 
ly fo called. As. a Nationall Church could not formally be with- 
out binding the whole Nation to exerciſe ordinances of worſhip 
inthe head Church of it: So by proportion. Yea, government is a 
thing” which doth now gccidere to a Church conſtituted , and doth 
not eſſentially concurre as matter. or forme to conſtitute a Church 
of this or chat kinde, Againe, were this true, that the Dioceſan Pa- 
tors and Miniſters have onely government: committed d them, 
then it will follow; chat they onely have the ing of par 
ticular Churches, 'who arc not any-way Paſtors of them, miniſiring 
Word and Sacraments to them. Bur. this is: moſt abſurd, that their 
proper and ordinary Paſtors, who diſpence Word and Sacraments to 
them, ſhould not have poreſtatem pam, nothing to doe in governing 
thoſe flockes which depend on them, If any ſay, they were not acta, 
but they were virture potentie: I ſay, it is alſo to make the Apoſtles 
Churches imperfect : and how can this be knowne but by a preſumed 
intention, which hack nothing to ſhew it, but that after event of 
F % GOT) 5355 4 
i 15 From the effect I argue. To | 

2 Thoſe Churches which Chriſt did ordaine, and the Apoſtles 
plant, might ordinarily aſflemble to the ordinances of worſhip. 


. Bur-a Dioceſan Church cannot ordinarily aſſemble. For 
when God will have mercy and nor ſacrifice, and the Sabbuth is 
for men; be will not for ever ordaine a thing ſo unequall and Im- 


poſſible, as is the ordinary aſſeinbling of a Dioceſan multitude. If 
any diffinguith the aſſumption, and conſider a Dioceſan as ſhe is in 
her paris, or as ſhe is eforam, ſtanding of her parts now collected to- 
gether, and ſay ſhe: may, and doth meet and communicate, and 
edikc her ſelfe in the firſt reſpect I anſwer. This is nothing and 

us ſhe is a Didceſza Church : quis quid 


quid est, agit ſecandum quatteſt. © If therefore a Dioceſan Church were 
Nl Chun, ſhe wit have the << of ſuch a Church; to wit. 


afſemblic | 


(9) 

sNembling, as ſhe 48 Dioceſan, The Synagogues through Iſrael met 
Sabboth by,Sabboth, but were no Nationall Church in this regard ; 
chat is to (ay, as it is à Natronall Church, it had her Nationall reall 
meetings. +: 
Ireaſon thirdly, from the ſubject. | 

3 That Church which doth per ſe, eſſentially require locall bounds 
of place, that muſt have locall limits ſer forth ot God. But a Dioceſan 
Church doth ſo. Ergo, Whence I thus inferre, He who inſtitutes a 
Dioceſan Church, muſt needs ſer out the locall bounds of this Church. 
But God hach not ſet out any locall bounds of the Chatrch in the New 
Teſtament: Erge. He hath not inſtituted any Dioceſan Church. The 
propofition is certaine: for this doth enter in the definition of a Dio- 
ceſan Church, as alſo of a National], And therefore God inſtituting 
the Nationall Church of the Jewes, did as in a map ſet forth the li- 
mits of that Nation. So alſo if he had inſtituted D:ocefan and Pro- 
vinciall Churches, he would have appointed locall bounds, if not par- 
ticularly deſcribed, yet knowne and certaine. But God hath not done 
this. For the Church of the New Teſtament is not thus tied to pla- 
ces 3 it being ſo with the power of teaching, and the Eecleſiaſlicall ju- 
riſdiction, that it doth reſhicere ſubdiios one ly per ſe, not tern inos locates. 
Civill juriſdiction doth rip icers ſoluw primarily, the ſubjeRs on it in 
the ſecond place. As for that commande ment of appointing Prezbyters 
citis by Gizie, it is too weake a ſparre for this building, Againe, that 
Church which may be ſaid to be in a Citie, is not Dioceſan, But the 
Churches which the Apoſiles planted, are ſaid to be in Cities, Erga, 
If one ſay to the propoſition, they may; becauſe the head Church 1s 
in the Citie. Avſwer. The Churches the Apoſtles planted are taken 
for the multitude of Saints united into ſuch a body Eccleſiaſticall, 
But the multitude of Saints through a Dioceſſe cannot be ſaid to be 
in a Citie. Ergo. The ſoule may be ſaid to be in the head, though 
it be in other pitts; and God in heaven. God, becauſe of his moſt 
infinite and indiviſible nature: And fo the ſoule, becauſe it is indi- 
viſible, and is 28 all of it in every part, not as a thing place d in a place 
containing it, but as a forme in that Whichis informed by it. But in 
things which have quantity, and are part out of another, there is not tlie 
like reaſon. | . 

4 Frem the adjuncts. That Church which hath no time (ce, where- 
in to aſlemble, is no Church. I ſuppoſe the ground above, that no- 

thing but union of a Dioccſſe in worthip, can make a Nioceſan 

Church. But this Church hath no time. Ordinary it cannot have: ex- 
traordinary ſolemnities God hath not commanded. Ergo, there is no 
ſuch Church, For if it be a reall D.oceſan Church, ic muſt have a re- 
all. action i that nature of which it is. The action formall 
of. a Church indefinite is to meet and communicate in worſhip. O 
| WT by a Natig- 
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2 Nationall Church, is to meet nacionally and'communictte in ordi- 
Chip. If then it muſt meet, ir miſt have ſome time fet done, chr: 
nary or extraordinary, But God hath done neither. The Chu 
which the Apoſtles planted , were in their times moſt perfect and 
flouriſhing. But Dioceſan Churches were not : for in thoſe times 
they were but in ſeminali infolded, nor explicated, as the adverſaries 


. confefle. | 


4 That which maketh Gods | diſpenſation incottgruous to his 
miniſters, is abſurd, But a Dioceſan frame of Church doth ſo. 
Erge. That which miketh God give his extraerdinary gifcs' ro mi- 
niſlers of churches in the Apoſtles times, when now they had bat 
one congregation, and give ordinary gifts onely when now they had 
800, churches under them, is abfurd. But this doth che Divrefan 
frame, Ergo. f 5 7 | 10 d ; 2 8 ; 

The churches throughout which 2 Presbjrer mighe doe the 
office of a teaching Presbyter, and a Deacon the office of a Deacon, 
were not Dioceſan. But every Presbyter might miniſter in the Word 
and Sacraments thronghour the Church to Which he was called; ſo 
might a Deacon tend to the poote of the whole church, whereof 
he was a Deacon. Ergo, thele were not Dioceſan, The reafon of 
the propoſition is; No Pesbyter can through many congregations 
e ming ordinary miniſtery. In which regard the Canon law for- 

iddeth chat Presbyters ſhould have many Churches, cap. ro.queſt, 3. 
Una plurt t Eccleſia vni ucquaquam committentur Peibyters i quia ſolut 

per Eecie ſas nec officium valet perſolvere, nec rebus earum neceſſariam curam 
iwpexdere. 

* If God had planted D:oceſan churches, that is, orde ined tli it 
all within citie, ſuburbs, and regions, ſhould make but one D oceſin 
Church, then may not two Dieceſſes be united into one Church, or 
another Church and Biſhop be ſet within the circuit of a D occ fan 

Church, But neither of theſe are ſo. The judgemenrof the Atrican 
fathers ſhew the one, and the Canon law doth ſhew the other, pag. 2. 
cap. 164. Ergo: 

7 If God appointed the frame of ihe church Dioceſan ſtanding 
of one chiefe church, others united in ſubjection: then can there not 
be the perfection of a church in one congregation : But where there 
may be a ſuſficient multitude deſerving a proper Paftor or Biſhop, re- 
x inns. eee Presbyters and Deacons to miniſter unto them, 
there may be the perfe ion of a church: Bur in ſome one congregation 
may be ſuch a 2 ergo: HE. 

8 T hoſe churches which may lawfully haveBiſhops,arc ſack churches 
88 God inſtituted: But churches in Townes, populous Villages, hive 

had, and may have their Biſhops. Ergo. This is proved by xa 7a may 
every populous Towne, ſuch as our marker townes, and others; yaa by 
a 


| (11) | 
5 willagesz for there they taught as well as in Cities, There 
were Synagogues in Villages, as well as in Cities. They excepted a- 
gainſt them aftetw ard in unconformiiy co Law. The teſtimony of Z o- 
wen ſheweth what kinde of congregations were they of which Ep:- 
pbanins reſtifieth, And the fathers of Africa did not requite, that a D. o- 
ceſan multitude, but aſxMcient multitude, not through eveiy part, for 
then they ſhould have had to doe in Citie churches, but in that part of 
the Dioceſſe where a Presbyier one ly had ſerved the tiurne, ſhould have 
their Biſhop. 
If Dioceſan churches, and Provinciall churches be Gods frame, 
then'we had no Churches in Britaine of Gods frame, de fore that 42 
ſtin was (ene by Grrgorie the great. But here were churches from be- 
fore Tertulhey, aftcrihe frame God requireth, at leaſt in ther judge- 
ments. Ergo, 

No to come to open the termes, and lay downe concluſions: 
whether Dioceſan or. Pariſhionall Churches were at the firſt con- 
flifimee, _ | 

Firſt, the word church we underſtand here, not figuratively 3 taken 
Metonymically for the place, Sync ed. for Miniſters adminiſtring ordinan- 
ces: but p, tor a body politick, Randing of people to be taught 
and governed, and of teachers and governours, 

Secondly, it may be asked, What is meant by a Dioceſan church ? 
Anſw. Such 2 frame in which many Churches are united with one 
head Church, as pirtaking in holy things, or at leaſt in that power 
of government which is in the chiefe Church, for all the other with. 
in fuch, or ſuch. a circuit. Theſe phtaſes of a Dioceſe, à Dinceſa 
Þ ſhop, or (burch, are all ſince the time of Conſtantine , yea the two 
laſt much later. A Dioce ſſe ſeemeth from the common- wealth to 
bave beene taken up in the Church, from what time B:ſhops had 
Territories, ample demaines, and ſome degree of civill juriſdiction 
annexed to them. Fora Dioce ſſe by the Lawyers, is a circuit of ro- 
vinces, ſuch as the Romans Præſidents had: or aftive, an admini- 
tration of thoſe Provinces with juriſdiction. L, nie. c. ut omnes 
Judicet, And in the Canon law, ſometimes Provincia and Diocaſ are 
uſed promiſcuoufly, Diſt. 50. cap. 7. But the ancienteſt uſe of this 
word was to note the Territory, or Countrey circuit, oppoſed to the 
Citie. zum the Countrey churches are called Diacæſana Eccleſix, cont. 
tur. cop. d. 8 

Thus Baptiſmales Eccleſie were contra diſt inguiſhed to Parifhio- 
nall. Theſe had every one a Dioceſſe, and the inhabitants were cal- 
led Diocæſani: theſe Churches had a moity of houſes dwelling in 
neighbourhood thit belonged to them; but at length by a Synec- 
doche, the whole Church was called a Dioce ſſe; though the Cano. 
niſts diſpute whether it may be ſo called, ſeeing the Dioceſſe 5s 


the 
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the meaner part by much, in vn of the Citlo, und ſhould noe 
we the denomination to che whole, S;o at length the Biſhop was cal. 
Dimſanm, and the Church which had beene called Ecclefba civite- 
tis, matrix, 1 utrix, Cathedrals, grew to be called Dioceſan. But here we 
take a Dioceſan Church for ſuch a head Church, with which all Chur- 
ches in ſuch a circuit hactrreall union, and communion in ſome ſacred 
things. Now a Dioceſan Church may be put object, that is, for a 
Clur.hin-which are miniſters and miniſtery for the good of the whole 
Dioceſſe, though they ſhould never aſſemble, as the worſhip in the 
Church of Jeruſalem was for all Judea, and proficed, though abſent. 
Oc it may be put formally for a body politicke, a congregation of be- 
leevers through a Dioceſſe, with the miniſters. of the ſame, havin 
2 mal union and communion in ſacred things. We deny any (i 

urch. | | 

A Pariſhionall Church may be conſidered Marerially or Formally ; 
Mvecially, as it is a Church within ſuch locall-bounds, the members 
whereof dwell contiguouſly one bordering upon the other, This 
God inſtituted not, for it is accidentall to the Church, may «beſſe and 
adefſe, 2 Church remaining one, If a Pariſhionall Church in Lon. 
dan ſhould dwell, as the Dutch doe, one farre enough from the other, 
while the ſame beleevers were united with the (ame governours, the 
Church were not changed, though the place were altered. Second+ 
ly, it is put formally, for a multitude which doe in manner of a Pa- 
riſh * congregate ; ſuch Churches, and ſuch onely we lay God 
erected. 


Now for ſame Concluſions, what we agree in, then what ſe- 
vers us. 

Condlyſ. 1. Churches of Cities, Provinces, Kingdomes, may be 
ealled Diocelan, Provinciall, Nationall Churches; as the Churches of 
the world are called Oecumenicall, yea haply not without warrant 
of Scripture : Ax 1 Pet. 1.1. writing to all thoſe difperſed Churches, 
ſpeaking ef them ſingularly, as of one flocke, 1 Pet. 5. 2. The reaſon 
is, things may be called not onely as they are really in themſelves, but 
— to lome reſpect of reaſon, under which we may apprehend 

em, 

Conclaſ.2, That there may be a reall-Dioceſan, Nationall, or head 
Church, wherewith others Could be bound to communicate more {0+ 
lemaly in Word and Sacraments, and in ſome more reſerved caſescon- 
ceraing their government. This was done in the Church of Judea, Our 
men are too ſhe, that feare to come to this propoſition, de poſſe. I am 
ſure our adverſaries will grant us, that our Pariſhionall frame might 
have beene ſo conſtituted, x 

cent uf 3. That there cannot be (ſuch a frame of Church, but by 
Gods inſlitution. No Miniſters can take this honour, but they muſt 


6. Ai 
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be ealled to it. When nothing in aatutre can have further 

greeof perfection, then the author of nature putteth into it; how 
much mote muſi the degree of perfection and eminence in things Ec» 
clehaſticall, depend on God? We may reaſon from the Church of 
Jodea, as : pari, to prove, That there cannot be ſuch a Church, but 
that all ſubardinates muſt communicate with the chiefeſt head. Church 
in ſome ſacred things, which may make them one Church. Thus there 
would not have bene a Church Nationall of the Jewes, but that all 


6. 


Nation kad union and communion: together even in the warſhip 


and: ordinances of worſhip. The men''onely went up, ſo the male 
onely were circumciſed : but the female tepreſentatively went up in 


them, $4 ' 


Object. It is enough if the communion be in government, which all 


our bppoficen grant nece ſſory. | 
nw. This maketh chen rather one in rertioquodim ſeparabili, then 
ene Church : government being à thing that commeth to a Church 
now conſt ituted, and may be ablent, the Church remaining 2 r 
The fu ſt Churches of B.ſliops, when now they were divided, di 

keep all other, vho were the Biſhops presbycers ſtrietly ſo called, and ibe 
people alſo in ſome communion with the head Church; for in 
— 2 ſolemuities one and other went up thicher. Sce detret. diff. 3. 

328. ater e | 

Concluſ.4. We agree in this, thyr Churches were in their fitſi plant- 
ing, either not actually Dioceſan, being one congregation without any 
other ſubordinate, or iſ they hid any, yet wert they imperfect, 'want- 
ing many parts or members of particular Churches, which belonged to 

em. 

That wherein we comtadi one another, is, we afficme chat no 
ſuch head Church wis ordained either vittu illy or actually, but thae 
all Churches were ſingular congregations, equall, independent e ic 
of other, in regard ot ſubjection. Secondly, we ſay, were there a Dio- 
celan granted, yet will it not follow, that Pariſh churches ſhould be 
without their government within themſelves, but onely ſubje& in 
ſume more common and tranſcendent caſes. As it was with the Syna- 
gogues and that:/Nationall Church of the Jewes, and as it is betw1xc 
Proyiaciall and Dioceſan Churches, If any (ay there is not the ſame 
reaſon,af a Dioceſan Churdvang: Pariſhionall: far that hath in it 
all the perfeRion of a Church, I anſwer, not; taken in compariſon 
to à Provincial Church, it is but a parc and member, and hath not 

2 no more then a parochiall. Church hath, compared with a 

joce af, ; CL 
+; Now followerh to anſwer the Arguments firſt propoſed. 

To che firſt; I iner to the-propplitien',by diftinRion. . Thoſe 
who ordained that the Civitee * Vn people faken in roꝶrd of the 


hole 
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whole multirade of the one, und locall bounds of the other, 
ſhould make but one Church ,) they did iaſtitute a Diotefzu ehurch. 
But thoſe who- ſo inſtituted x Church in Ci y; Suburbs Counuv 
trey that their number might bee compared fitly to one 
congregation, they did not therefore ordaine a Dioceſan Church. 
Againe to the aſſumption. But theſe who uſe cih by City, and 
Church by church as equivalent (which the Apoſtles doe) they or- 
dained that Cuy, Suburbs, and County i ſhould make brit one 
Church. I anſwer by the like diſt inction. They who N 
cin, people being taken for the whole mulcirude within the extent 
cf chele locall bounds, as equivalent with Church by (lurch, they 
may be ſaid to have ordained thut city, ſuburbs and territories, 
ſhould make but one Church. But thus the Apoſtles doe .noeg'bſc 
them, as of cquall ſignificatioa. For the City had à reaſbn of un 
ample continent, the Church of 2 ching contaise d. Theſe 
phraſes ate, the one „er, other meconymiczll, and afe 
therefore to bee expounded: the one by he other, * Hee placett 

sbyters x0c-vl may, Iſt we ſhould underſtand it of the 
multitude and locall bounds, it is ſaid in the Acts of the Apo- 
les that they placed them xwpr\&cuancrizy, Church by Church: 
becauſe. Presbyters were not given but to Diſciples '1and 
Chriſtians now converted cut of the multitude and local li- 
mites. where with cities were bounded, '' Secondly, :there is an 4d 
equate acception of theſe phraſes per actidem, not becauſe the citie 
and church was to make but one churcti , but becauſe the Chriſti- 
ans by occafion of their number, not being then too great, were 
framed into one church ; or becauſe by occaſion there was yet but- 
one church, not becauſe' there was to be but one. Now hee who 
thus uſcth them promiſcuouſly ,. doth imply that one church was as: 
yet conſtituted , not that there was to be bur one chrough the eir- 
cuit of city, ſuburbs, and countrey. Thus hkewiſe it ireafſ'y: an- 
ſwered tothe proofe of the propoſition : For thus the multitude of 
citizens converted and unconverred, could not be a church of one 
congregation yet the number of thoſe who in eity, ſuburbs, and terri- 
tories, were. actually converted, wat no morenhen miglie be ordered 
into one church 3 Apoſtles framing ikeſe into one on the peeſe ne 


occaſion, did not exclude the aftey conſtituting of ary other withiwthe: 
ſame locall boundds. Ob Ren ne ne os 

To the ſecond Argument: and firſt, the objection from the 
Natienall church of the Jewes. Ianfwer, denying the aſſump- 
tion, That the Synagogues being many, made one church; be- 
cauſe they were all one Kingdome, one poſſe ſliom. Ft thus there 
Was ene 


comenicall aneh, when che world was under one 
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Imperour, and of one profeſſion, It is accidentall to the unit y 
of a Church whether the kingdome be one or no. If Iſrael, when 
God had divided the kingdome into two, had gone up to Hie- 
ruſalem, and kept there communion in the worſhip of that 
Church, they hid ſtill been one Church, though two King- 
domes. It here were as many Kings and Kingdomes as have 
beene in England, ſo many as. ſhould belong to one Pcovinciall 
Church, ſhould bee one Church, though mary Kingdomes. 
The truth is, they were one Church, becauſe they had umon and 
Nationall communion in the ordinances of worſhips, which were 
in that one Church to which they all er e. The high Prieſt 
was their proper Prieſt, hee made inte rce ſſion for them, ble ſled 
them, they were not to offer any where, but there. If avy 
thinke this cannot bee the cauſe , why there were one Church, un- 
der the governement of one high Prieſt , for then ſhould garen have 
beene as well as AMHeleluſedeck, a type of Chriſts Kingly office. I an- 
ſwer there is Prieftly Prelacy and governement, as well as Prixcely : 
They were under Aaron in the former regard, in Which: was a ſhy 


dow of Chriſt. 


To the ſecond inſtance of Hieruſalem ; we deny the pro- 
poſition. It might be intended for a head and mother Charch 
in regard of order, and yet not bee a Nationall Church ha- 
ving power om : If it ſhould have beene a head, having 

wer accordingly , as it was a mother Church, it ſhould have 

cene head'to all the world. Secondly, wee deny the Aſſump- 
tion, Th it the Apoſtles ever intended, that it ſhould be a head to 
Chriſtian Churches through Jude a: as it had beene before under 
the High Prieſt. , That conſtitution was typicall, and may ber. 
ter plead for an univerſall Chriſtian Church, then for a Natio- 
nall. Secondly, there is not the leaſt intimation of Scripture this 
way. Thirdly, had this D.vinity beene knowne, the Fathers 
would not have ſuffered, that it ſhould have beene made a Dioceſan 
church, and ſubje&ed to Cæſarea. To the Proſillogiſme. The 
Church which was ſo numberſome, that it could not meete or- 
dinarily, could not bee à Pariſhionall Church. This was (ſo. 
Ergo, &c. To the propoſition I anſwer, That which was by 
inhabitants, who had fixum demiciliam, ſo numberſome that it 
could not meete, I grant it. But ſo this was not; by acci- 
dent often many others were there in traufity, Secondly, nay 
wee read that they did meete ordinarily, as is above ſaid, and in 
that deliberation, abont which, the Church of, Antioch did ſend 
to them, Jrenen affitmeth, I. To 12. Unjverſan ee. 
* Like 
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Take affiernerh the ſame. As for chat of millions of beleevers, f 1s 
eertaine , they were ndt fixed members of this Church. Por would 
Loe, who ceckoneth the prowth of them to five thouſand, have con- 
cealed ſo notable accefſions, where by they ſey, they prew vp to I know 
not how many thouſands 3 there is no likelihood, ther therefore 
they were ſuch beleevers as are mentioned Joby 2. or whether by rea- 
fon of the Paſltover or Penteeoſt, or ſuch like teaſt,they were is tran- 
tt, onely there for the 3 How ever it is, there is 10 likeli- 
hood that they were conſtant members of that Church, Neverthe- 
lee, ſay, they were more then could fitly meet, yet might they be 
rollerared as in one Congreg uion. The Apofiles ſeeing ſuch times 
to enſue, wherein many of them ſhould tranflate themſelves, and 
be diſperſed hither and thither. God lettirg it grow a while more 
ranke and abormdant then ordinary Churches are to be, becauſe 
it was Ecclefie ſwculers, many of whoſe branches were to be 
tranſplanted in their time Yea, had there beene five thouſand ſet- 
led members, we read of ſome ordinary Auditories, ſp: ken to 
by orcinary* Paſtors, as great as Cbry{ es on Matib. 24. doth fip- 
mifie, to hit eſteeme they might be five thouſand that then heard his 
voyce. 

"Tonching the third inflance, As to the firſt reaſon, The'propoſt- 
tion is denycd t for naming the reſt of -Achvriz with them, doth no 
more ſigniſie the ſubjeQion of all Achaians, thenpin the 1 Comib. 
1. 2. naming all Saints in every place, doth fignifie their ſubjecti- 
on. Tha ſecond reaſon, huth the ſequell of the propc ſition denied: 
for the contraty is rather true. He who without any note of diffe. 
| Fence calleth the church of Cerinth by the name of Achsia, he 
doth imply thu it is bur one particular churth | equall with the 
other churches in Achais, To che third, the propofirivn is apaine 
denied, Ihn he chat ſpeaketh of all the churches as one, doch ' 
imply a metropolitan church. For by the firſt concluſion we may 
ſpeake cf things nor onely as they are really, but according to ary 
reſpe& of reaſon, under which they are apprchended, Againe, rhe 
affunipt ion is falle: Hefpe>keth not of them as one ch arch, but 
ax divers crorches in ere Proyince. Bm it is named and ſee be- 
fore o herd. Ergo. Sc. Theſequellis a gaine denied. For it may be 
named before other, becauſe it is the Muſtrious and conſpicuous 
church ; but not becauſe it hath any power over other. Finally, it is 
too groſſe to thinke, that all in Achaia came to Corinth to be in- 
ſtructed and male their conttiiburions, every church ufing the firſt day 
3 che weeke when they uſſembſed ro make their celle tte, within 
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he fourth inſtance is crete; whert the many chirches in tha 
Hand, ſo full af cities, are ſaid to be one t hurch of Crete, whereof 
Tum was Biſhop. Thoſe manifold churches which made but one, 
whereof Titus was Biſhop, thoſe were all one Nationall church, 
Bue the churches of Crete, as ſaith the ſubſcription, were ſo. Ergo. 
Anſw. The prop«ficion might be que toned on the ground above t 
but the aſſmption is falſe i pre ved by aſublcripeion, which is l. ke his 

fe, which was brought out of the booke after the Revelation. 
or fir it they are not in the Syriacke teſtament. Secondly, th y. are 
nor thought of Antiquity anciegter then Theodorer. Thirdly, the 
ſubſcription is falſe, and moſt unl(kely : For had Paul written from 
Nicopolis, he would have wiſhed Titus to come to him to Nicopolis, 
where he was for the preſent, and meant ro winter, rather thin have 
ſpokea of i as a place from wh. ch he was abſent, and whaher he me ant 
10 repaire. LH 
The fifth inftance, Pivilip, 3. That church, which was in the 
chieſe citie of Macedonia, mult needs be at leaſt a Dioceſan, But 
the church of Philippi was fo. Ergo. This will prove an argument, 
when churches muſt needs be conformed to the civill regency of 
the Emperour: hs foure chiefe Governonrs called præfełti prætorii, 
his'prefidems of Provinces under them, and inferiour Judges, and 
Magiſtrates, under theſe jndne citie, and the regions of it. But this 
is an erròur giving and to a Patriarchall and Oecumenicall 
church, as well as a Provinciall and Diveeſan. This rule of planting 
churches varieih at mans pleaſure;:: For the Romane Provinces at- 
ter the people of Rome gave up their right to the Emperour, were 
brought all into one, under one head and Monarch, and Provinces 


have beene divert ſſy divided from time to time. From this Monarchie 


aroſe the Popes plea againſt the Stecke churthes for his Oecumeni- 
call ſoveraignty. What forme of churches muſt we have amongſt them 
who never received ary ſuch government, nay wy conftane govern- 
ment at all, If: were a conformitant T ſhould object otherwiſe 
for a Provinciall church in Philippi ; viz thus. Thet church which 
had many B ſhops in it could not be Pariſhionall nor Dioceſan, 
but Proymciall. Fer the 'Drovinciall church huh the 'Merropoli- 
tan and Sufftagan B'ſhops in it; and no other.” But Thilippihad fo, 
Ergo, But the Prapofition is true onely v hen it is underſtovd of Di. 
veeſan Biſhops, not of PanſhiondN] B ſhops, Paul writeth not ro 
the Biſhops in the church, bur in the cine 2 Now mary Biſhops 
- af in dhe Ptovinciall citie, though many are in a Provineiall 
T 8 a 8 „ 

Now td come to the churehes of Alia, 1 anſwer to the propoſi- 
tion e the firſt Syllog. by diflmction. One chureh may conttine 
others, as an example doth eng in it a thing exemplified: or 
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as a head Church. doth Churches united in ſubjection to it. Thoſe 
"Churches which conccine all other in the latter ſence, it is true, they 
were atleaſt Dioceſaa : but in this ſenſe the aſſumption is denyed. 
The ſame anſwer fitteth the. Proſyllog. He that writing to theſe, 
writeth to all other by vertue cf their ſubjeRionall ſubordination , 
he doth imply that all others are conteined in theſe as member 
Churches under one head. But he who writing to theſe, writeth to 
all other as exemplified onely in them, he doth not imply any ſuch 
thing; Now.this is manifeſt, becauſe he writeth to (even Churches: 
whereas this were ſuperfluous, if Chriſt did intend his letter. one- 
ly to head Churches conteyning other. For then five Churches ſhould 
have beene written to onely, Fein in them all others were con- 
teyned, as they ſay. For by law of this virtuall continency, Phila- 
delphia and Thiatira were included in two of the other, viz. Sardis, 
and, Pergamus, which were theit mother cities. What needed he hive 
named Philadelphia and Tbyatirs, which. by law of. this virtuall con- 
tinency dig intend to dueR his letter onely to head Churches? A- 
2 aſſumption is ſalſe: For he doth write principally to the 
even, and to all other Churches in Aſia no further then h: writeth 
to all the Churches inthe world, There were other Chutches in A+ 
ſia, ſuch as were Colaſle, Hierapolis, Troas, the Church at _ 
tum, and Aflus, which the Centuries mention, which: depended not 
on thoſe ſeven. If Coloſſe and Hierapolif Were not, 25:L3odicza, 
reedified when. John did write the Revelation, yet theſe other Chure 
ches were not extant. Not to name Magneſia and Tralles, the in- 
dependancy whexeof is fully cleared whatſoever Dot. Downam ob- 
jeccth. / F 4616 3250 2 | 
- 'To.thethicd reaſon ; from Chriſts:manner of concluding his E- 
pifiles, it is; anſwered by denying the aſſumption. For Chriſt 
doth not uſe the plurall number in reſpect of ihat one Church 
preceding, but in re ſpect of the ſeven collectively taken, it be. 
ing his will that the members of each ſingular Ekurch ſhould lay to 
heart both ſeverally and joyotly, what ever was ſpoken to them and 
to others, | ) 8 a | 
Now to come to che Eccleſiaſticall examples, as of Rome, 
and Alexandria, ; tyo hundred yeares after Chriſt, , And firſt 
to anſwer the reaſqn brought for their increaſe, ſuch as could 
not keepe till ina Pariſhionall meeting. The propofition is not 
of neceſſary conſequence ; for there were very extraordinary rea- 
ſong of that which was effected in the Church of Jexuſalem, ; 
From Chriſt bimſelfe, from the reſidence of all the Apoſiles 
from che ſtare of, the pegple there aſſembled; from the ſtate of 
that. Church fram the ume in which cheſe were done. 1 * 
a bt i 0000 = | | : ha 


4 
K 3 


— 


(i 99 

prayed ſor them pattieularly, : to which ſome· aittibuie the 
Ir miraculous converſon by Percrs preaching... Againe, it was fit, 
at being now aſceuded into his glory, he Id there more a- 
boandantly diſplay hu power, and mbre couſpicuouſly ſwallow up 
the ſcandall of hu crofle. Againe, this Church had the labour 
of all the Apoſtles for a time in it : whoſe care and induſtry we may 
gueſle by their ordαοuiοõ,jẽ!Ʒ of Deacons, that they might not be 
diſtracted. Thirdly, the confluence; and concourle to H. eruſalem 
was. of much pe ple, who though explicately they did not be. 
leeve in Chtiſt; yet had in them the faith of the Mefliah , and 
there fore were ncerer to the kingdome of God then the common 
Heathen. The Rate af this. Church was ſuch, that it was to lend 
ut lighe to all other, a common. nurſcry to the world. Finally, 
the time being now, the beginnings of planting that heavenly 
Kingdome, leeing beginniogs of chings are difficult, no won- 
der If the, Lord did re veale his atme more exifaordinarily. It doth 
not therefore follow from this particular, to the ſo great encrea? 
ling of theſe churches in traR of time, Nay, if the ſo other Churches 
had enjoyed like increaſe in their beginnings, it would not follow, 
as thus, Theſe Churches which within n few: eme had hu many in 
tbem, . how nuguberſome; re they many yewes Affi? Becauſe the grow- 
ing of things hath & Period ſet, after. which, even thoſe-t hings 
which a great while enereaſed,; dot decreaſe and goe downward, 
as it was in Jeruaſalem. Not to mention, that we deny dhe aſ- 
ſumption. 5 } , NESS Bb 5 17 * J 

But though the Argument is but Tppicall, and can but breed an 
opinion onely, yet the: teſtimonies ſeeme irrefragable. Tertullian 
teſtifying that halfe We ee was Cluiftians. And Cor- 
neljus,thaz thexꝗ was beſiges himſelſe, 30nd 45. Prevbyrers, a number- 
lame. Jergie. „„ TEETH « J{1:: $4129 - C1300 EW, 02912. 4 
I anſwer, That, Tertullians ſpeech leemeih to be ſomewhat 
Hyperbolicall 1 for who can beleee that more then halfe the Ci- 
tie ;, and world, after a ſorry were Chriſtians ? But he ſpeaketh this, 
an true ly in (ore egard.s. becauſe hey were. ſo potent through 
the world, that” if y;, would have: made head - thay might haue 
goubled happily heir, per ecgtorz, , Or elſę he might ſ y ey were 
balls af hens Fr ans „: not begauſe there were ſo many mem 
bers of 1 urch: - but , becauſe: chere. were ſo many who did 
beare ſome favour to their cauſe ; and were it as ſafe as otherwiſe, 
would not ſticke to gur ne to ihem. But Tertullian knew no Chucs 
hes which qid got meet, having prapers, exhortations, and mini- 
ring all; Kindes of cempeh? If r hergſote 
unches in Rome in hi time, is will make 
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+1 Touching Cormelias * we anſwer. It is not unlike but auditoties were 
divided and tended by Presbyteries. (Cornelius keeping the Cathedrall 
Church, and being ſole Biſhop of ihem: but we deny ch it theſe made 
a Dioccſan Church; For fitſt, the Cathedrall and Parochiall Churches 
were all within the Citie, in #bich regard he is (aid, Offi: ww Epiſcepi 
in ieviſſe in civitate Rome. Neither was his Church 2s ample as the 
Province, which that of Feeliciflimus ſufficiemly teacheth. Secondly, 
we ſay that theſe Parochiall churches, were to te mother chutch, 2s 
chappels af eaſe are to theſe churches in metrotemiis, they had communi - 
on with the mother church, going to the ſame for Sacraments and hea- 
riog the Word, and the Biſhop did goe out to them and preach amongſt 
them Por ſome of them were not (uh as had liberty of Baptizing, 
and therefore could not be ſevered from communion wich the head 
Church, | | 

Now to anſwer further, it is beyond 200, yeares for which our de- 
fence is taken. Forthece is reaſon why people which hid beench Ad 
together for 200. yeares as 2 Congregat.on, might now fifty ye ates af - 
tet be exceedinghj encreaſed. The Ecclefiafticall ſtory noteth a moſt 
remarkeable increaſe of the faith, now in tiie time of Julias be fore 
cn Neher muſt we thinke that an Emperour, as Phiſippu, 
favouring the ſaith, did not bring on mulcitudes to the like profeſ- 
uon. Secondhy, we (hy, there is nothing in this' of cœnelius which 
may not well Rand; iliat the Church of Rome, though now much 
increaſed, did not keepe togetker as one Chucch. For the whole peo- 
ple are ſaid to have prayed and communicated with the repencant 
Biſhop, who had ordeyned Novalus: and we ſee how (orgiliue 
doth amplitkc Nevelwe his pettinacie © From hence, that nofte of 
the numetous Clergie , nor-yet of che people, very great aid innu- 
merable; cauld turde him, ot recall him, which argueth that tlie 
Church was not lo abo indant, but that all the members of it had 
uniotrand communion, for the mutuall edifying and reſtoring one 
of another. And 1 would faine know, whether rhe ſeven Deacons, 
(even Subdeacons, two and forty Acolouthes, whether thoſe exorciſtes 
Lo-Rors, Porters about: two and fifty are fo many, as might not be ta- 
ken up ina Congregation of ſfteene or twenty thonſand? Surely the 
ume might welt require them, when many wete to be ſent forth to doe 
ſome part of miniſtery more privately. Nor to name the errour of 
che Church in ſuper fluons- multiplications of their Presbytets, to 
vilifying ot them, as they were ſuper ſtucus in the point of their 
Deacons, There were ſix y in the church of S@hia for the belpe of 
che Litmgie, True it is, the Congregation could nor but be excec- 
ding great, and might well be called in a manner innumerable, though 
it were but vf a twenty thouſand people. Nut berauleof tin whit 
is reported touching diviſion by Evgriflics,, Hyginus, Dienifias , an 
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arcallinus, though there is no auckenticke authour for it j neither is 
kely in Hoſpinianus judgement, Let it be yeelded that there were 
forne. Parochiall diviſions, were not many, and within the Ci 


tie, and were but as Chappels of taſe to the cithedrall or mother 


Concerning the objection from the Churches of Belgia, or the 
low Countries, we deny the propoſtion : for we cannot reaſon thus: 
if many Maſters , and diſtin ſormes of Sc ballert, in one ſree Sc baole, 
be but o ne Schaole : then many Maſters and company of Scholler: ſtve- 
red in many Schocles, ave but one Scboole, Secondly, they have com- 
munion in the community of- their Teachers, though not in the 
ſame individuall word tended by them. Zut it is onè thing, when 
ſheepe feed together in one common Paſture , though ghey bite not 
on the ſame individuall grafſe : Another thing when now they are 
tended in diverſe ſheepe gates. Not to urge, that in the Sacra- 
ments and Dilcipline, Hos may communicate as one Congre- 

ation. 3 
, Touching the objection from Geneva: I anſwer to the pt opoſit i- 
on by diſtinction. Tbaſe who ſu bie themſeluts to Preihterie, 4 mot 
baving power of governing tbemſelues within themſeluer, as being under it 
by [uberdinetion, theſe ma) in effeft, as well be ſubſett to a cenſiſlerie: But 
thus the twenty faure C han ches of Geneva de not. I hey or have power of 
governing themſelves, but for greater day was ir voluntarily confede- 
rate, not to uſe nor exerciſe their power, but with mutuall communica- 
tion, one asking the counſell and conſent of the other in that common 
Pres bytery. Secondly, it is one thing, for Churches to ſubject thiem- 
{elves to a Biſhop and Confiſtoryy wherein they ſhall have no power of 
ſuffrage 2 Another thing to communicate with ſuch a Presbytery,wher-- 
in themſelves are members and Judges with others. Thirdly, ſay, they 
had uo power, nor were no members in that Presbytery, yet it is one 
thing to ſubmĩt themſelves to the government of Ariſtocraſie, another 
to the Biſhops Monarchicall government. For while his Presbyters 
are but as Counſellours to a King, though he conſulteth with them, he 
alone dee Geneva made this conſociation, not as if the Prime 
Churches were imperfeR, and to make one Church by this union: 
but becauſe though they were intire Churches, and had the power of 
Churches , 8 needed this ſupport. in excrciſing of it, and chat 
by this meancs the Miniſters Pa > br of it might have commun: 
on. But what are all the foure and twenty Churches of Geneva to one 
of our Dioceſan Churches? | 

No to anſwer the reaſons. The firſt of themhath no part true: 
the propoſition is denyed. For theſe Churches which had ſuch Presby- 
ters Deacons as the Apoſtles inſtituted were Pariſhionalf, chat 
is, ſo conjoyned thay they might/and did meet in one Congregation. 
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The Doctor did confider the ſlenderneſſe of ſome of our Pari- 
ſhes, and the namberſome Clergy of ſome Cathedral Chur- 
ches, but did not conſider there may be Presbyreries much 
leſſer, and Congregations ampler and. fuller, and yet none ſo 
bigge as ſhould require that multitude he imagineth, nor made ſo 
ticcle as might not have Presbyters and Deacons, What though tuch 
Miior and Aldermen as are in Eandon cannot be hid in every 
Towne, yet ſuch a Towne as Cambridge may: have a Major 
and Aldermen as Cambridge affoords, and the meaneſt market 
Towne may have, though not indegrce, yet in kinde like Gover- 
Fours, So is it in Presbyters and other Officers : the multitude of 
Presbyters falling forth per accidens, not that a Biſhop is ever to have 
a l ke numbeCome Presbyterie, but becauſe the Church is ſo num. 
| beiſome chat actions liturgicall require more copious aſſiſtance, and ſo 
wealthy chat it can well maintaine them. And beſide, becauſe of 
that Collegiate reaſon which was in them rather then Eccleſialticall, 
which the fathers had in their Presbytories 3 for the nurſing of 
plants, which might be tranſplanted for ſupply of vacant Churches, 
which was a point that the Apoſtles in planting Churches no whit in- 
tended. 

To come to the aſſumption : Bur city Churches ene) had 4 Biſbop 
with Presbyters and Deecors. Anſwer, Firſt, not to ſtand upon this, 
that Saint Paul ſet no Biſhops with Presbyters, but Presbyters onely, 
and they ſay Biſhops were given, wken the Presbyters had brought 
the Church to bee more numberſome, the ee He is falſe, that 
Citie churcbes onely hai them. For the Scripture ſ2ith , they planted 
them Church by Church, that is, through every Church. Then eve- 
ry Church had her Governours within her ſelfe, wee mult ufe as am- 
ple ee as may be. Contrarily, che ſenſe which arroga- 
teth this to one from the reſt wee caunot without evrdence receive 
it, in ambitioßs reftricls interpretetio aubibenda eſt. E:cleſfe doth 
not ſignifie any Church without difference, Pariſhionall , Dioceſan, 
or Provinciall ; but onely a company orderly affembling, not 
dh but mxAngic rowwn N werr prevne Such à company therefore 
as covgregare decently to ſacred purpoſes is a Church by tranſlition, 
Beſides the indefinite is equivalent to the unwerſall, 28, xa mAvy is 
xo} ds roam, o K,. cxxAgHIts is x exam ExxAnci, Now 
their interpretation beggeth everything without any ground. For 
when Presbyters may ve taken but three waies * divißn, con junct n, 
and diviſm, and conjunctim: diviſie one Presbyter in one, another in 
another, cen jundim, diverſe Presbyters in every Church, neither of 
theſe will ſerve their turne, the latter onely being true: for Scripture 
making two kinds of Pres byters, without which the Church cannot be 
governed,it is ſure it did give of both kinds te eve. Church they p an- 
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ted. Now they ſeeing ſome Churches in our times to have many, aas 
ſome one conller it both waies CollcArve,many Presbyters,& Singular, : 
one here, and one there, and becauſe many Presbyters cannot be thus 
aced in our frame of Churches, imagine the Church to containe 
arochiall and Dioceſan Churches. 
But they will at ſeeme to ſpeake without reaſon ; the Scripture 
ſay they placed City by City Presbyters, and therefore in ſuch 
Churches as occupied Citie, Suburbes, and Fountrey, which Pa- 
riſhionall ones doe not. But may not -a Church of one C ongrega- 
tion be in a Citie, without occupying limits of Citie, Suburbes, and 
Countrey ? and if Presbyters be placed in ſuch a Church, may they 
not bee laid to be placed in Cities? Indeed if the Presbyters placed 
in Cities were given to all the people within ſuch bounds ; the caſe 
were other; but the citie is not literally thus to be underſtood , but 
metenymically for the Church in the Citie. Neither was the Church 
in che city , all Within ſuch bounds; for the Saints of a place and 
Church of a place, are all one in the Apoſtles phraſe of ſpeech. As 
for that which is ebjeRed from EeclefiaRticall hier „it is true, that 
in proceſſe of time, the Biſhop onely had 8 of Presbyters. 
Before, Churches kept in on Congregation and had all their Preſ- 
byters. Churches ſhould ſo have afterward beene divided, chat all 
ould have beene alike for kinde, though in citcum ſtantiall excellen- 
cy ſome were before other. What a grole thing is it to imagine, that 
the firſt frame the Apoſtles did ere& was not for poſterity to imicace ? 
A fitter example then to take out ofthe cuſtome of Me opeles, who 
ſending out there Smyxiag, or Colonies, doe uſe to reſerve ſome caſes 
in civill juriſdiction over them, which the ſtate of later Churches did 
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QVESTION, WHE- 
THER CHRIST ORDAINED 
by himſelſe, or by his Apoſtles, any 

ordinary Paſtor, as our Biſhops, having both 


precedency of order, and majority 
of power above others. 


E B will follow the ſame method: Eitſt, ſetting 
dowae the arguments for it, with anſwers to 
them: Secondly, the arguments ag inſt it. Third- 
ly, lay downe concluſions. The arguments for 
| it are: Firſt, taken from Scripture :. ſecend]y, 
from practiſe of the Churches: third)y, from reaſon evincing the ne- 
CC flity of it. 
The f ft 4rgument;: 

Thoſe whom the holy Ghoſt inſtituted, they are of Chriſts ordai- 
ning. But the holy Ghoſt is ſaid to have placed Biſhops, Acts 20. Er- 
go, Biſhops are of Chriſts ordaining. 

Anſwer. We deny the aflumption: viz, That thoſe Presbyters of 
Epheſus were Dioceſan Biſhops, It is moſt plaine they were ſuch 
who did cemmmi conſilis tend the feeding * government of the 
Church; ſuch Biſhops whereof there might be more then one in 
one congregition. The common ęloſſe referreth to this place that 
of Jerem: that at firſt Presbyters did by common councell governe 
the Churches. Yea, Doct. Downem doth count Epheſus as yer to have 
had no Biſhop, who was ſent unto them after Pauls being at Rome, 
as he thinketh. And others defending the Hierarchie, who thinke 
aim to have (poken to Biſhnps, doe judge that theſe words belong not 
to the Presbyters of Epheſus, but are ſpoken in regard of others toge- 


ther then preſent with them, to wit, of Timotby, Sofipater, Tychicus, who, 
ſay 


eth to the Churches, 


(25) 
fay they, were three Biſhops indeed; but that he ſpeaketh of theſe who 
indeed were in company, is quite beſides the text. 


The ſecond Argument. 

Such Paſtors as the ſeven Angels, Chriſt ordained, But ſuch were 
Dioceſan Biſhops, Ergo, The aſſumption proved, Thoſe who were of 
fingular prehenmnency amiopgſt other Paſtors, and had cotrectiye pow- 
er Over all others in their Chuiches, they were Dicceſan biſhiops. But 
the Angels were ſingular perſons in every Church having Eecle ſi iſticall 
prehemunence and ſuperiority of power. Ergo, they were Dioceſan bi- 
ſhops. The aſſumption is proved, T hole who were thadowed by ſeven 
ſingular Starres, were ſeven ſingular perlons. But the Angels were fo. 
Ergo, Againe, Thoſe to whom onely Chriſt did write, who, one ly bare 
the praiſe, diſpraiſe, threatning, in regard of what was in che Church 
am iſle, or otherwiſe: they had Majority of power above others. Buc 
theſe Angels are written to onely, they are onely praiſed , diſpraiſed, 
threatned, Ergo. &c. | 

Anſw. 1. In the two firſt ſyllogiſmes the aſſumption is denyed. Se- 
condly, in the firſt Proſyllogiſme the conſequence of the pre poſit ion 
is denied, That they muſt needs be (even ſingular perſous. For ſe- 
ven · ſingular ſtartes may fignifie ſeven Vaites, whether ſingular or ag 
gregative 3 ſeven pluralities of perſons who are fo united as if vey 
were one. And it is frequent in Scripture to note by a unity, a uni- 
ted multitude. Thirdly, the conſequence of the propoſition o the laſt 
proſyllogiſme is denyed. For though we ſhould ſuppoſe ſingul ar per- 
ſons written to, yet a preheminency in order and greater authority, 
without majority of power, is reaſon enough why they ſhould be writ- 
een to ſingularly, and blamed, or praiſed above other. Thus the Ma- 
ſter of a Colledge, though he have no negative voyce, might be writ- 
ten to, and blamed for the miſdemeanours of his Colledge, not that 
he hath a power over-ruling all: but becauſe ſuch is his dignity, that 
did he doe his endeavour in dealing with, and perſwading others, 
there is no diſorder which he might not ſee redreſſed. Fourihly, 27 
güne the aſſumption may be denyed: That they are onely written 
to. For though they are onely named, yet the whole Churches are 
written to in ihem; the ſupereminent member of the Church by a Sy- 
necdoche put for the whole Church. For it was the cuſtome in the A- 

ſtles times, and long atter, that not any ſingular perſons, but the 
whole Churches were written unto, as in Pauls Epiſtles is manifeſt, 
and in many examples Eccleſiaſticall. And that this was done by Chriſt 
here, che * ey teſtifie. Let every one beare what the ſpirit ſpea ł- 


The third Argument. : - 
Thoſe whom the Apoſiles ordained, were of Apoſtolical! inflitu- 
; BT” tion. 


(46). 


on. But they ordained Biſhops. Ergo, The aflumption is proved by 
induction. | | 
Firſt, they ordained James Biſhop of Jeruſalem. preſently after 
Chrilts aſcention. Ergo. they ordained Biſhops. I his is teſtified 
by Euſebius, lib. 2. Hiſto. cop.1. out cf chment and Hegeſippis : yea, that 
the Church lie {are in was reſerved to his time, b. 7. cap. 19, & 32. 
This our owne author lerem teftifieth, Catalog. Script. Epiph. ad ber. 
66. Cbry/eſt. in Aft. 3. & 33. Ambio/. in Galath, 1. 9. Dorotbeus in 
Synopſir. Aug. tontra Creſ. (tb, 2.cap. 37. the generall Councell of 
Conſt. in 1rull. cap. 32. For though hee could not receive power 
ef order, yet they might give him power of jui iſdiction, and al- 
f12re lum his Church. So thic though he were an Apoſtle, yet ha- 
vir. g a ſingular aſſignation, and ſtaying here till death, he might juſt- 
ly be called the B ſhop, as indeed he was, It he were not the Paſtor, 
whom had they for ther Paſtor ? | 
Secondly , thoſe ordinary Paſtors who were called Apoſtles of 
Churches in compariſon of other Biſhops and. Presbyters ; they 
were in order and majority of power befere other. But Epapbree 
diu was the Apaſtle of the Phil-ppianz, though they had other 
called Biſhops. Chap. 1. 4 Ergo. The aflumprion; that he is ſo cal- 
led as their eminent Paltor, is manifeſt by authorities. lerem. in Phil. 2. 
Tied. axdChiy/ofl. on the ſame place. Neither is it like this ſacred 
appropriate name ſhould bee given to any in regard of meere ſendin 
hither or thicher. Yea this, tbat be was ſent, did argue him there Bi- 
Nop : Ft when the Churches had to fend any where they did uſually 
intre ate their Biſhops. 
Thirdly, Archippas they inftituced at Coloſſe. bonds 
Fourthly, Trmetby and ! itus were inſtituted Piſhops, the one of 
Epheſus, the other of Crete, Ergo, The Antecedent is proved 
thus. That which is pre ſuppoſed in their Epiſtles, is true. Bur 
it is preſuppoſed that they were Biſhops in theſe Churches. Ev- 
go. The aſſunpuon proved, Thoſe whom the Epiſtles preſup- 
17ſe to have had Ep; opall authority given them to bee exerciſed 


biſhops there, But the Epililes preſuppoſe them to have had E- 
piſcopall authority given them to be exerciſed in thoſe Churches. 
Ergo. The e tang proved. 1. If the Epiſtles written to Ti- 
mot iy and Titus, bee pattcrnes of the Epiſcepall function, infor- 
ming them, and in them all biſhops, then they were biſhops, 
Bur they ate ſo, Ergo. 2 Againe, whoſoever preſcribing to Ti- 
mot hy and Titus their duties as governouts in theſe Churches, doth 
preſcribe the very dutie of biſhops , hee doth preſuppoſe them bi- 
hops. But Paul doth ſo : For what is the office of a biſhop be- 
fade tcaching, but to ordaine and governe: and governe with fin- 

. 1 gularitic 


— 


in thoſe Churches, th y are preſuppoſed to have beene ordained 


. 11 V 


4 „ 
gularity of pteheminence, and majority of power in compariſon of 
other, Now theſe are the things which they have in charge, Tit. 1. 5. 
1 Tim. 5. 22. 1 Ti. 1 3.18. 2 Tim, 2. 16. Ergo. 3. Thoſe things 
which were written to informe not onely Timothy and Titus, but in 
them all their ſucceſſours who were Dioceſan Biſhops, thole were 
written to Dioceſan. biſhops. But thefe were fo, Ergo, to Dio- 
ceſan b ſhops, Now that 3 fn biſhops were their ſucceſlours, 
is proved. 1. Either they, or Presbyters, or Congregations, Not the 
latter. 2. Againe, Thoſe who did ſucceed them were their ſucceſſours. 
But Dioceſan biſhops did. Ergo. The aſſumption is manifeſt by au- 
thoritics, Ta Epheſus from Timathy to Stepbanus in the Couuſell of 
Chalcedon. And in Crete, thaugh no one is read to have ſucceeded, 
yet there were biſhops Dioceſan, And we read of Phillip biſhop of 
GortiMathe Metropolis. 4. Thoſe who were ordinarily reſident, and 
lived and died at theſe Churches, were there biſliops. But Timorby 1was 
bid abide here, Titus to ſtay to correct all things, and they lived and 
died here, For Timothy it is teſtified by H-gifppus, and Clement and 
Euſtbius out of them, whom ſo refuſe to believe, deſerve tbemſelves 
no beliefe. EIO, they were there biſhops. Againe, Jerom. in Cat. 
Iſidorus de vita & morce Sanct. Antonius pir. 1. Tit. 6. cap. 28. 
Nice ph. lib. 10. Cap. 11. theſe doe depoſe, that they lived and died 
there. Further, to prove them biſhops, 5. Their function was Evan- 


gelicall and extraordinary, or ordinary ; not the firſt, ihn it was to 


end. For their function as aſſi ned to theſe Churches, and con ſiſting 
eſpecially in ordaining and juriſdictſon, was not to end. Ergo, Af- 
ſumption proved. That function which was necefl ty to the being of 
the Church, was not to end, But the funR õ h y had as being aſſi ned 
to certaine Ch irches, is neceſſary to ihe being ofthe Church, Erg, 
&e, 6. Finally, that Antiquity te ſtifieth, agreeing with Scripture, is 
true. But they reſtifie that they were biſhops , which the (ubfcriptions 
of the Epiſtles alſo affirme, Ergo. Euſebius Lib. 5, Cap. 4. Do- 
niſ. Areopag. Doroth, in Synopſi. Ambrofe p on. in 1. Tim, . 
Jerom. 1. I Im. 1.14. 2. Tim. 4. in Catalo. Cy ſoſtom. in Philip. 
1. Epiph. in Her. 5 . Pcimaſ,.prefac, in 1. Tim, 1 t. Theod, præfat. 
in Tit. Orcum. Sequlius. 1. Timoth. 1. as it is laid in the booke of 


hiftories, Greg. L.b. 2. Cap. I 2. Theoph, in Epheſ. 4. Niceph. lib. z. 


Cap. 34. 
. Anſwer. 
We deny the aſſumption of the firft Syllogiſme, with all tlie in- 
ſtances brought to prove it. . 
Firſt, for lames, we deny he was ordained biſhap, or that it can be 
proved from anti lity, that he was more then other Apoſtles. That 


' which Fuſebius re porteth, is grounded on- client, whom wee know 


to be a forged magaiſier of Romiſh orders, and in this ſtory 3 
. | acme 


(38) 
ſceme to imply, chat Chriſt ſhould have ordeyned Peter, Jobn and 
James the greater Biſhops, See ing he maketh theſe to have ordey- 
ned Janet after they had got of C tiſt the ſupreme degree of dig- 
nity, which theſe forged deceitfull Epiſtles of Anacletus doe plaine- 
ly affirme. Secondly, as the ground is ſuſpected; ſo the phraſe of 
the Fathers, Calling bis the Biſbep of that church, doth not imply 
that he was a Biſhop properly ſo called. The Fathers uſe the words 
of Apaſtoll and Epiſcopiamply, not ia their ſtrict and formall propri- 
ety. lerem on the firſt to the Gilathians, and in his Epiſtle to Ba- 
maſiu, affirmeth, that the Prophets and Joby te Biſhop might be cal. 
led Apoſtles. So many Fathers call Phillip an Apoſtle. Clem. 5. Con. 
cap. 7. Euſeb. lib. 3. cap. uf. Tertul. de Bapt. cap. 8. and others, In like 
manner they call the Apoſiles Biſhops ; not in propriety of ſpeech, 
bur becauſe they did nh things as Biſhops doe, and in remaining 
here or there made reſcmblance of them. Thus Peter, Paul, Iebn, 
Barnabas, and all the reſt, are by he Ancients called Biſhops. 

Object. This is granted true, touching others, but not in this in- 
ſtanec of lames: becauſe it is ſo likely and agreeable to Scripture, as 
well as all other Story; that when all che reſt of che Apoſtles departed 
out of Jeruſalem, lobn the Baptiſt did ſtill abide with them even to 
death. Anſwer, Though this be but very conjecturall, yet it no- 
thing bettercth the canſc here, It followetk not, He did abide with 
this Church. Ergo, he was the proper Biſhop of this Church, For 
not abiding in one. Church doth make a Biſhop : bur he muſt ſo 
abide in it, that he muſt from the power of his office, onely be bound 
to teach that Chu. ch: ſecondly, to teach it as an ordinary Paſtor of 
it 2 thirdly, to governe it with a power of juriſdiction, limited one- 
ly to chat Church. But Iams was bound to the reſt of the Circum- 
ciſion by his office, as they ſhould from all the world reſort thitker. 
Secondly, he did not teach but as an Embaſſadour extraordinari- 
ly ſent from Chrift , and infallibly led by his Spirit into all truth. 
Ergo, not as an ordinaiy Biſhop. Thirdly, as the reſt in what Pro- 
vinces ſoever they reſted, had not their juriſdiction diminiſhed , bur 
had power occaſionally, as well where they were not, as where they 
were; ſo it was with laines. This might happily make the phraſe 
to be more ſouuded out of Janes, that he did in this circumſtance 
of reſiding, more neerely expreſſe an ordinary Paſtor then any 
other. It is plaine, Antiquity did hold them all Biſhops, and ga- 
ther them ſo to be, a Priars & Poſtiriori : the Author 55 queſt, vet. 
* nov. teſt. cap. 97. Nemo ignerat Epiſcopos ſalvatorem Bccleſiis in- 
{tunifſe priuſquam eſcend:ret ; imponens mama Apoſtolis, ordinavit eos 
in Epiſcopus, Neither did they thinke them Biſhops becauſe they 
received a limited juriſdiction of any Church; but becauſe they 
were enabled to doe all thoſe things which none but Biſhops could 


regularly 


(29) 
regularly doe; O e 2. in. 48, It is to bee noted, faith hee, chat 
ul and Barnabas had the ee Biſhops: for they did not 
make Biſhope onely , but Presbyters alſo, Now wee muſt conſſet 
the ancient, as taking them onely eminently and virtually to have 
been Biſhops,or elſe wee muſt judge them to have been of this minde, 
That the . had both as extraordinarie Legats, moſt ample 
power of teaching and governing ſuting thereto, as allo the ordinary 
office of Biſhops and Paſtors , with power of teaching and govern- 
ing, ſuch as doe eſſentially and minifterially agree to them: which 
indeed Doctor Dea himſelfe confuteth, as Popiſh, and not 


VS4yithour reaſon, though while hee doth ſtrive to have Jawes both an 


Apoſtle and a Biſhop properly, himſelfe doth confirme it not a 
Merle, . 

Wherefore it will not be unprofitable to ſhew ſome reaſons why 
the Apoſtles-neither were nor might be in boch theſe eallings. 

Eirſt, That which might make us doubt of all their teaching, and 
writing, is to bee hiſſed forth as a moſt dangerous aſſertion. But to 
make lames, and ſo any of hem, have boch theſe offices in proprietie, 


might make us doubt. Ergo. The aflumprion proved thus. That which 


doth ſet them in office ef teaching liable ro errour, when they teach 
from one office, as well as infallibly directed wich a rule of infalli- 


ble diſcerning, when they teach from the other, that doth make us 


ſubject to doubting in all they teach and write. But this optnien 


doth ſo. Ergo. The propoſitiqn is, for ought I ſec, of neceſſarie 
truth, the aſa ption no leſſe true. For if there bee any rule to di- 
rect emos infallibly, as hee wis formally the ordinary biſhop of Je- 
rulalem, let us heare it: if there were none, may nos I queſtion,whe- 


ther all his teaching and writing were net ſubject to errour ? For if 


hee taught them as an ordinarie biſhop , and did write his DE ſo, 
then certainly it might erre. If he did not teach them ſo, then did 
hee not that hee was ordained to, neithet was hee properly an ordi- 
8 but taught as an extraordinarie Embaſſadour from 
Secondly , Thofe offices which cannot bee exercifed by one, but 
the one mul} expel] the other, were never by God conjoyned in one 
perſon, But theſe doe ſo. Ergo. The aſſumption is manifeſt. 
Becauſe it is Plaine, none can be called te teach as a Legat extraordie 
narie, with infallible aſſiſtance, and unlimited juriſdiction, but be is 
made guns wan of being bound to one Church, teaching as an or- 
dinary perlon, with juriſdiction limited to that one Church. A- 
gaine, one can no ſooner bee called to doe this, but at leaſt the exer- 
cife of the other is ſuſpended. Thirdly , that which is to no end, is 
not to bee thought to bee ordained of God. Bur to give one an or- 
Aunarie auhority whereby to * or tkat in a Church, _ 
1 


— — 


(6h) 
had zhipher ind more +xcellehc daver- of affice ; * 
thoſeGerethingrin che ſariſe Dhyrthy ib to i end. * 
But it will be denied that any other power o tv obo 
ceach and adminiſter ſactamenta was:given ; then that he had as an 
2 bur onc ly. eee or Light to this Church as his 
NA. £9. $920 
TL To dis I reply, firſt i that af. hal had no new. power 
of order, he could not be an chdinar yiBIhDp properly and for- 
,mally fo called. Secondiy, Iſi power — governing ordinary vas 
not necdfull for him who had er as an *Apoſile in any Church 
Where hee ſhould come. Of. But it was not in vaine , that by® 
aſſignation hee ſhould: have right tv reſide in this Church as his 
Church, tr. If by the mutuall agreement in which thy 
wer he ſpirit ir was toughtamecre , that James ſhould 
abide in-Jerſaletn;, . there tending bo the Church of the Jewes, 
and the Whole circuthcifiori; 28. by oceaſion reſorted thither, 
then by vertue of his Apoſtleſhip hee had no leſſe mght to tend 
thoſe oi ihe circumcifion by reſiding here, zhen the other had right 
to doe the fame in che 1 through which they CL 
But they did thinke-it meertexhat hee ſuoald | therettend = Church, 
and with mat Church alb dhe CMeumcibtin,, a» they rocesſionally 
ann, Ergo. For whough-ihee Wat, afligned to refide 
there, yet his A icke Paſtorall'ccare was as 'Jobvs and ge- 
20 towards the 'whole multitude of the diſperſed Jewes, Galath. 
o if it were afligned to him for his abode, as hee was an 
Apoſtolicke Paſtor, what did hee need aſſi gnation under  ady o- 
ther title. ty be could not have it oeberiſcaGigned , unlefſe wee 
male Raine; another perſon, yiz. of an ordinary Paſtor, 
poten —— ber who « 4 diane ſuch pont of otder as 
ordinary Paſtors have. £573 e451 n viii! 
Fourth y. ;that- calling whi & = could not exerciſe. mihour 
being much abaſed, that hee never was ordained uno, 28 a 
point of. honour for him. But he cou'd not exerciſe the a 
of; zn ordinary: er hut: het muſt bes, abaſed. Hee my 
bee boynd nn ig wogdle;:wi .  aughotity-. and juriddic- 
on but in one her muſi 4 8 as an ordinary mag. lia · 
le to errour. Ergo, bee avas neyer ordained to bee a Biſh-p 
properly, If Ba (acriledge $0 reduce 2 Biſhop to the degree 
of a Presþ yer, what is it to bring an Apoſtle to the degree ofa 
17 True it i *. hee ieee wy — 9. to reſide con · 
8 tus. Ch trayelling be no whit aba- 
buchen he 1 dez Paſtor of it wich Apoſitolicali 
. . caring. hot f ch „but the whole num - 
Jewes , which evi doc wikour travelling. Be- 
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(310 | . 
rab whd ſd keepe d in that Church,; hee did neede to gos 
A e ee foe the e rot "Hl pare cums" ro 
him. But he: could not male Iris abide in it as 'anordinary rather 
and governour, withour hetomming many degtees 'Jower then hee 
wa. For to hve without goirg fof h, inthe mother Chorch of all 
the world, as an ordinaty Paftor, wis much le ſſe honour then to tra- 
vaile as Petey one while into Aſtyria, another while through Pon- 
tus, Galatia; Bithinia, as an Apoſtle, Even as to ſit at home in wor- 
ſhipfultprivate place is leflc honourable then to goe abroad as Lord 
Embafſadour hither or thither, Honour and eaſe; are ſeldame bed- 
Fellowes, Neither was femes lris honour in this circumſtance of the 
ret, but in having ſuch an honourable place wherein to exerciſe his 


Apoſtolicke calling. As for that queſtion , who was their ordinary 


Paſtor, it is eaſily anſwered. Their Presbyrers, ſuch as Linus, or Cle- 
en in Rome, fuck as Epheſus and other Churches had. Jawes was 
their Paſtor alſo; bur with ext rdmary authoxity What needed 
they a6 ordinary Biſfop; which grew needfull( as ihe favourers of the 
Hlerarchy ſoy) to ſupply the abſence of Apoſtles, when now they were 
to deceale ? What needed then hefe an ardinaty Biſhop where the A- 
polſiles were joyatly to kee pe twelve yeares together, and one to reſide 
during bis life, according eo the current of the ſtory. > Thus much a- 
bout the firſt inſtan ee OR 
Too the ſecond inſtance of Bpephvodires, and the argument dra- 
weft from it, Firſt, we deny the p:opofition. For hid ſome: ordina- 
ry Paſtors beene ſo ſtiled, fit might imply but a. pteheminencie of 
_ in them above other: wherefore unleſſe this be iaterſer. 
ted, it is unſound , | viz! Theſe ordinary Paſtors, who are called Apo- + 
files in compariſon of others, - becauſe tbe Apoſtles did give to them po- 

wer of qridinacion, Juri falatiùs, ad prevelefſe prebeminenc) , which they 
til ot give Tootber?, bee ab we orbers,  Szcondly, the Allump- 


tion is falſe altogether '* Firſt, that. 'Epsplroducus: was" an ordinary 


My , chu hee was ealled an Apoſtle in compariſon ot 
inferiour Paſtots of that Church, Obi. But ie judgement of Jerom, 
Theddoret, Chryſoftome, is that he was. Anſw. The common judgement 
ia, that he was an egregious teacher df theirs, but further then this, 
many of the teſttimomes dae not depoſe. Now ſo he might be: for 
he Was an'Evanpelift;, and onewholhad viſited and labòured among 
them. and i hetefors might be called the teacher, yea an egregious 
teacher, or Doctor of them. Nay, Saint Autruſe doth plaitely inſinu- 
ate, that he was an Evangeliſt : for he ſaith he was diade theit A- 
poſtle by the Apoſtle, while he ſent him to exhort them, and bicauſe 
lie was à good man, he was deſired of the people. Where hee me le th 
Rin fent, not ſor perpetuall reſſdence among them, but fot the 
rann exhorting of them, and makeck him ſo defired of the 
| 0 Philippians 
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Phaippangy beet be Was. agoed man, not bectule bee was their 
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& chem, as to any o- 


pliable ea one, 
rhers. "The, doth. plainly 
biſhop, but no otherwiſe then Timerby and: Titus, and other Brange- 
liksace ſaid ro have been biſhops i which how true it is, in the next 
ſhall betdiſcuſſed. For even Theoderer doth take him to 


have: beene ſuch an Apoſtolicke.perſon. as Timothy and Titm were. 


Now theſe-were ag truly called biſhops as ths. Apoſtles themſclves. - 


Neither is the rule of Tbeodarti to bee admitted: for it is unlike that 
the name of Apoſtle ſhould bee communicated then with ordinarie 

Paſtors, where nowhere was danger of confounding. thaſe eminent 
— Chriſt, wah others , and when now dhe Apoſtles were 
deceaſed, ihm then ir; Gould ceaſe to beeaſeribed, 10 them. Againe, 


how hell wee (<6 rp ok Fate any a Citie, aha hee 


muſt thus .and.thus( 
fed: all is voided;'and made not to to a bi 


ace called biſhops, were Presbyters and no biſhops, biſhope bein 
ew pn a wee ah and Angels 


Thirdly, avtiquiry- doch thatthis was an honour to biſhops, 


when this name was BEcclefiaftically appropriated co them. .Bur if 
ep ever hd Dean coed by the mam of poly before, tir had 


and — — not bee ſucceeded in it. The · Apoſtles gave to 
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1 —— Wha What feare of wyranny 1 


ne ? But lay authorities 23 * the 
0 ſend him, bee havs 


could not ober implo — eſſary pines 
eo: — Secondly Rpaphradianc' * 
4 — . | angrily anne and that chere fore hee was — | 


— . zfhop of it, lt — — — 

* bee tethem. Neither is · it prohable 
— Apdbſtle, as their — te Do: 
none are ſaid to be 
em. New chis is undoubted, the 


are in- habirade to forne 
ee 


LY 


take bim to 9 — been as their ardinarie - 


r 


boen. a of; them. Neither is there reaſon why ſheuld 
bee called Apoliles, Im jurifdi ders icall the t were 
nat ſucceeded. Jui ſdiction Bpiſcopal ey 1 2 nor had, 
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_— text it ſelfe, Bitſt,” Nau ſeemeth bur occaſionally - 
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edflid heir Apolite ;| it is in regard he was ſent n. which the 
Apolile pointeth at in the next words, who bath mise an we the 

divogs wceefell which you ſent by bis, Obje&. Bur it is unlikely that 
appropriaced io the Twelve , ſhauld be uſed of thoſe ſent 
civilie. Not fo, fer while the perſons, ſending are ſignified, they 
tre ſufficient)y contradi ſtinguiſhed; it being the Priviledge of the 

les, thatthey were the Apoſtles of Chrtlt J.ſus, not fimply 
thi they were Apoliles, Secondly, Jabs't3, It is made common 
to all that axe ſent. For though Chriſt meane it of himſelfe, yet he 
implies it by 4 nag 4 88 ad pet iem. Thirdly, we ſee the like 
Apoſties.of the Churches, For ( bryſoſtemt there un · 


8 — 2 Cor. 8 
b ſtandeth thoſe —— the Churches had ſent for that. preſeut. Thar 


doth not hinder, chey were by han to th: Churches, therefore the 
—_— — land them with their camributions. Neither is 
that he was their biſhop, becaiſſe their church (ent 


— ſent Ayoſlles themſelves and Evangeliſts alſo more or- 
ly, it 8 office to goe from church ro church, for ihe 


| DE eee finde it not urged. 

No to come tothe laſt inflances of Timotheus and Titus. 

Firſtwe deny che ntetedent, that they were inſtituted biſhops 

an Not 2 che firſt prebillogiſme we deny the Aſſumption: 
ene. Andto the proſillogiſme, ten- 


prefappoſe 
ding ing to — Eres _— weanſwer 1 firſt, tothe propo · 
1 iſcvpall authority, which is conſi- 


dered boch in t of that git. is materiall, and in regard of the 
formall reaſon which doth agver to it. The Proposition is true, un- 
it of authority in boch theſe regards 3 thoſe ho art pre- 


d to have had authority Epiſcopall given them, both fox the 
of it, and the formaitreaſer hich doih agree to it in an 


antlers eg ctheyiro pre ſuppoſed biſhops. : but this / is denyed. 
For they are preſuppoſed to have und exerciſe power Epiſcopal for 
che materiall of is, as'Apoſttes had alſo, but not — — 
eiſe in that manner — — dach agree to à Brſho 
but which doth agree to an Evangeliſt, and therefore they are bꝭ 
den to doeue worke of an '; coenxercife all that vhs 
akcy-did exerciſe ns. Evangeliſt. is nothing chat and weicerh 
+ As a8 pert z orto Mikes Cree, which himſelfe pre- 
in perſon mighr noc and-rvcnld nat have dene. Tf wee ſhoukd 
daſon then thus: Hee who did exerciſe: Epiſcopall power in theſe 
, he . to have beene biſop in them. This pro- 
gt tree, but with limitation” : Heeawbo'rxercifſed Epiſ- 
Letter rtrat fotmall manhber, which doch agree to the 


* 1 burnot ite ve exerciſeth che 
e pon” 


© 
(3839 "; 
e eee viz, after ſuch a manner ar 
rn Aooſtlle 19 RD hh! 4x 346 | 
To the ſetond maine proofe 5 wee deny the prepoſition, It 
tern es for Biſhops, thea written to Biſhops, The rgaſon is, Apo- 
les, Evangeliſts, ordinary Paſtors, have many chings common in 
their adminiſtration; Hence is it, that the exatnple bf the one may 
be a patterne to another, though ihe y are not identically and formal- 
ly of one calling. Councells have enjoyned all Presbyters to be well 
leene in cheſe Epiftles,as being patternes for them, Nut Aug. Dt da /in. 
Cb iſt.cap. 16. lib. 4. | | . 5 
To the third reaſon. Who" fo preſcribing them their duties doth pro- 
« thevery dyties of Biſbops , bee doth tate them to have beene Bijbops, 
he Propoſition is not true without a double limitation. If the A- 
pollle ſhould: propoſe ſuch duties of Biſhops as they in later times 
uſurped , he doth᷑ hot therefore preſuppoſe them. biſhops, becauſe 
ih: le are duties of Evangeliſts, agreeing to biſhaps onely by uſur- 
pation. Againe, ſhould he propoſe thoſe duties which ſay they, 
the word doth aſcribe and appropriate to biſhops ,- yet if he doe not. 
preſcribe them as well in regard of matter as forme exerciſed by 
them; it will not follow that he doth take them for biſhops : not 
that Pau doth purpoſe: the very duties of biſhops, both in ſibſtance 
and manner. of performance. Secondly, we deny him to purpoſe 
for ſu bſtance the duties of biſhops. For hee doth not bid him ot. 
daine, as having a further ſacramentall power then other Miniſters, 
nor governe with power dire cttye and corre ctive over others. Thi 
exceedeth the bounds of all miniſteriall power. Thirdly, Timoth 
is not bid to lay on hands or doe any other act, when now churche! 
were conſtituted, but with concurrence of thoſe chutches 3 ſaipowni + 
vſteiuſque Ecclefie ire, the Apoſtles did not otherwiſe. For thou 
Paul wrote to him alone, that was becauſche was occupied not one 
ly in churches perfectly framed; 'buf alſo in the ercRing and framir 
of others. Secengly , becauſe they were in degree and dignity aboy 
all other: ordinar governours of: the Church, which their Conſu 
lily pteheminencye was ſufficient why: they ſhould be written: 
alone. | \ ? 6 7 1 | "ANTS: 4+; 
To the fourihrreafon > Thoſe things which were written 10 inforn 
not enely Timntby and Titus, bus all tbe ſucetſſou t, whowers Dice! 
Biſbeps v the were writien to Dioceſan I/ hom. "But ibeſe were ſo, En 
The Propoſition is not true; becauſe it pre ſuppoſeih (hat noth.. | 
written to any perſons; can informe Diaceſao biſhops, unleſlet 7? 
perſons to whom. it ia wfitten be formally in that ſelfe fame or 
For if one Apoſile ſhopld write t another. touchiog the duy Ap. 
llolique, it might iuforme any Do& ox or Paſtor whatlocyer, Sec 
V, es deny Dioceſan-biſkops are {ge jars) ſucct ſiouts. Avtor: © 
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equiycedll Catalogue which makechall who are read. biſhops to hae 
beene Dioceſan, we (hall ſpeake of them hereafter. The biſhops be- 
cweene Timothy and Stepbens- in the time of the ſchalecdn Councel], 


' were notall of one cut t and there are nochurches read in Grete which 


were not Congregations, There is no more to prove Phillip of Gor- 
9 ———— then tg prove Ignatius Metropolitan of Syria. 
For what doth ſtory relate, but that Phillip was amongſt other a 
biſhop of thoſe. Churches whicly were in Crete. There are many 
Churches in Englang,a Miniſter of which Chur. hes is ſuch an one, 

that is one Minifler amongſt others of thoſe Churches, To that of 
their reſiding there and dying in theſe Churches, Firſt, the propoſiti- 
on is not neceſſaty. For as lames might reſide exerciſing an Apoſto- 
licall inſpection in a particular Church, ſo might theſe exerc ſe an 
Hvangelicall. function how long ſoever they te ſided. Secondly, the 
aſſamption · will not bee. found truce for ordinary conſtant reſidence 
neither in Scripture nor fathers. For Timerby, though he be enhor- 


ted to Ray at Epheſus,” yet this doth not argue it, that he was enjoy- 
ned ordinaty refidence. For firſt it was a ſigne he was not biſhop, be- 


cauſe Paul did exhort him, for he would well have knowne, he might 
not, being the ir ordinary Paſtor leave them, furiher then the more 
important good of the Church hould eccaſion, . 2. He is bid to ſtay 


there, not finally, but till che Apoſtle mould come to him, which 


though he might be delayed, it is plaine he then intended, So Tits 
is placed in Creta, not to ſtay the re, and ſer downe his reſt , but 


zue, further to ſet, as it were, and exediſie the fa- 


bricke, which paw had begun, God gave Ceremonies jy gl xargoy 
Hrozfgrws Arbgbaois, is not ever a correcting of any thing amiſſe, 


+ bur a ſetling eyery thing right, by erecting the ſubſtance forefhadowed. 

But ſoy it were correcting, it were bur ſuch a correQion as one might 

perſorme in anſtu, with a little longer ſtay, though not ordinary reſi- 
dence By Scripture the contrary is manifeſt. 


For firſt, it is not like that Timothy was placed biſhop after Paul: 
be ing at Rome; for when Paul ſaiih he prayed him, when now hee was 


| ou to Macedonia, to ſtay a Epheſus, he doth intimate that when 


e leſt him they were there both together. Secondly, when 
he wiſhed him to abide there, hee had a meaning to come unto Ti- 
witty thither where he left him, ſo as at leaſt to call on him, and 
ſee the Church. But Paul after his parting from the Presbyters 
knew he ſhould never (ce the Epheflans more. AR. 20. If wee 
ſay he doth foretell it for likely, ſo we may ſay, thit of wolves 
a biſing was, and call all into queſtion, Neither is it likely, but that 
teires would have: broke his heart, and made h m yeeld in the 
n peech, had not his ſoule beene 3 per- 


| Gries of his ſpe 
x bai Tdh bad no meaning ben he leſt them to cn 
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Tinstbhy tobe iheir Biſhop : for he would goo have; 6mictad fac h an 
argument of conſolation to. fo btayyi Nerhe doth not men- 
tion any-(ach-purpoſe: when he did write to them his: Epiſtle, Hoe 
telleth Churches uſually when bimſclfeharh meaning to ſee them; 
or to ſend othets. Fourtkhly, Timothy was wich Paul while hee was 
in bonds at Rome, 26 witneſſe thoſe inſcriptions of che Epiſiles to the 

: aff} Philippians ; yea Timothy was ſo with him, to bee 
im v7 kim, lene forth, andreturne to him,. which is maniſeſt. 
Phitip.z. 1t he were after this placed in apbeſmm, yet he was nt pda · 
ced to be reſident, for in the end of ihe Epiſtle , be doth bid Tims- 
thycome to him, and bring ad that they might miniſter to him. 


Againe when hee did write the 2, Epeſtle, Timothy was dot Ip, 
for he doth bid him ſalure Aquila and Priſcille and One. Object. 
But is like theſe were at I for there ef: A and Pris 


bi 
ſtile. They came nally, did'\nov>figeahere „ which Chiye 
Joſtowe_a\(o- judgeth, — af % Bernard tabeth 
it, wasarIcomum in Lycaqnie, ſo chat it is like be was in his ne- 
tive countrey at this time, even Iconium, Liſtra, Derbe, which 
pips the caule-why the Scholafticall Rory doth make him Riſhop 
of Lyſtra, becauſe hither he was {aft ſen, He was ſo here, as chat the 
Apoſtle! did bus ſend. him to ſee them, ſorchee biddeth him come 
be fere winter, Befides, there are many probal 
for he ſpeaketh of it through the. Bpifile 


that worke is uncertaine ; but tkis is eertaine; it was beſoe his wri- 
ting to the Corinchs the ſecond time, and going to Rome. Thin 
like wiſe · that Paul was ihe n in travelling, and s it is like being inthe 
partꝭ of Macedonia did mean to winter at Nigopoliss When he did 
write the Epiſtle he doth ſhem it was not his meaning that Tun 
ſnould ſtay there , for hee dot bid him to meete him at Ni 


where he meant to be a it is likely, but Im comming did not merts 
him there, bus at length ound him in Macedonia, hence u did 


bis none agco#d tobe inpleyed” n nn, 2 c. 8: 16. which. Tk 
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ftw he had no beene made an ordinary biſhop any where. We find 
that he i ens” Paul at Rome, 2 Tim. 4. 10. and when Pal 
. writ his ſecond Epiſtle ro Timerhy , he was in Daloaatia. Whence 
Aquiaasdoth thinke him to have beene biſhop of thar place. Where 
fore wee thinke him that will bee carried from ſuch preſumptions, 


(yea manifeſt arguments) by r and hiſt oun- 
ded on them, whe too much affected to ſo * e wiſh 


not credit with him, who counts him unworthy credit, that will not 
ſweare hat ſuch men depoſe. 5 
Touching the proofe that followeth, That either furfiov was 
2 and extraordinary, er ordinary. But their faction as of» 
fegned is thoſe Church. was net extreodinuery. We deny this a ſſumpti- 
on, with the proefe of it. That the function that theſe exerciſed as aſ- 
to certaine Churches (theſe two by namic) was neceſſary to the datt 
the ( vureh. The reaſon is, becauſe ihey were aſſigned to doe thoſe 
things which are to be done for ever in the church after a more traiſ- 
cenden manner; viz. as Bvangeliſtiʒ and aſſignation of them to doe 
thoſe things in certaine Churches after this manner, was not ne- 
ceſlary to perpetuate the being of the Churck. Aſſignation to chur- 
ches to doe the worke of ordinuy Paſtors is indeed neceſſary 2 no: 
3 to doe the worke of Evangeliſts. 
To chat finall reaſon , what antiquity doth teſtiſie agreeing with 
Scriptures is true, and ſo to be taken. What they ſpeake ſo agreein 
that it is virtually conteined in them, and may rightly be deduced 
from them, is to bee beleived and received by a 3 faith. But 
what they ſpeake not plainely contradicted, but yet no way included, 
may be adm. tted di a &, if the firſt relators be well qualified 
witneſſes. Bat vh it they ſpeake from ſuch as Clement and Hegeſip- 
I, it is is in effect of light credulity. A currupt conſcience bent to 
decline is glad ofeveiy colour which it may preten. i to guſtifie it ſelfe 
in declining. | | 
Tothe — we anſwer. What do not ſome ancient enough cal 
Timothy? Ambroſe ſaith be was a Deacon one while, a Presbyter ano- 
ther while, & in like ſenſe others a Primate & a Biſhop. Lyra proveth 
him from many authorities to have been an Arch-biſhop, and Titus 
2 Prieſt. Beds calleth him an Apoſtle. But to 4 on theſe, that he 
was in propriety of ſpeech all theſe, were abſurd. Object. I, but they 
call him biſkop on other grounds, becauſe aſſigned to this Church, 
Anſw. They call him biſhop becauſe he was zflizned to this Church, 
ner onely to teach, but alſo to ordaine Deacons, Presbyrers, For 
. whereſoever they found this done, and by whomſoever, they did call 
them biſhops, 23 L noted before from Oæ¹ανE,Ʒ .. The fathers therfore 


may be well confirued calling theſe biſhops, becauſe they made len- 
ger ſtay Adele Churches heb gd wall, & did Foe 
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E. Churches all ſuch things —_— 
doe, Bur that he was egen. 
inazy, biſhop they do not deny. 5 
ation on I 1. fg. 40 5. Nidau e120 quod fuerit 
ad eu int ea civitate ut Paſtor preduceviric 


yin zo and. formiall prope 
| time Pam did write to him otdinarily ce ſident 
10 f bee end + ſhould teſtifie a thing, asT hope l have ſhewed, 
Seh | ee gen N. coutraryto that text which mike th him to 
ne che woke of an Eyangeliſt. As for ye ſhe w from the 
tions we have ſpoken ſufficiently. 

Now to ſhew ih t they were not properly b ſhop! 6. Firſt, we have 
ſhewed an they were. bun ſubrogated to FR thoſe fu ſed Epiſco- 
fu a while, but ces not oor fixed, to make their ordinaty 
ode exefote not b mfg prope ly. Secondly, th y who did the 

work! cf an Exan wag N did, did not perform form 
the won ke of bilhop. But theſe did fo. As is vouched of I imorhy, 
- Des tht wo if en eg. Ergo. The Propoſrion is proved. If 
an Evangeliſt and b ſhop cannot be formally of one office, ihen the- 
a& of an Evangeliſt, andthe act of an ord inary ,Paſtar or biſhop 
cannot be anus ane, For when. every thing doth agtre (ecundyr 
vl afty aft; tho fc things which are, not me formally, their 
pike and e ſſc er formally che fame, Bi the Bvangeliſt 
and the jor aphex wager rien —5 noe for ly the ſame, Er- 
go, The aſſiimpucn the A poſtle Seneca hat diſtintt enumerati- 
on of moly thy Chrift giyc now al, 
Kune e er and build his 


or as an A le is 


2. iſt from an ordinay Teacher, © | 

ſuperiour contained the inferiour,and Apoſtles might be Evanecliſts 
properly, 2s M tilt and labn were. 

4%. That former point is to be nndetſtood with a graine of 
alt. The ſuperiovr contained ibe inferiour virtually and eminentiy, 
in as muchas they could doe, «[tigri tamen ratione , whacthe inferi- 
eur did, This ſenſe is tollerable. Buk that formally che power. of all 
or? eroffices ſuites w ch the ApoRiles, is falſe. My Lord chic fe Ju- 
Ri e of England is not formally a Conſtable. As for the latter, true, 
an Apoſtle gas bealſo a penmen of the Goſpell, but this makech. 
not an b Evangeli | mcte theo. an Apoſtle, ve doch per Ctidens,. 
Preacher or Paſtor, writing 
en es, chi Fm hee 
E. him a Paſtor 9 Put more il. 
luflrioug - 


come to them boih.. wh ever. bath 
Comm entarics, and pab 


en ae 


p vodant cum Efiſcopam. Finally 
propriety make him an ordina y. 


by the worke of the 

ma Glen b Prophet a Evangeliſt, fo aa 
e ; 

0 22 But it may be ſaid, they were not diſlinct, but that the: 
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: luftfious and Fruitfull in that regard then another. So Marg and 
Lake was not therefore Evangeliits' becauſe they did write the Gol. 
 pels; for then none ſhouldhave beene Bvangeliſts that had not writ- 
ten, but in this regard they were more renowned then other. Cu- 
Rome hath ſo prevailed, ſaith Maldovate in his Preface on Matth w, 
that wee call them Bvangeliſts, (vix the Writers of the Goſpells) 
whom the Scriptures never call Evangeliſts. Theſe Evangeliſts Pau 


ſpeakech of were giyen at Chtiſts aſcenſion, but the firſt writer of 
£ 


the Goſpell, being an Apoſtle , was atleaſt eight yeares after, Se- 
condly, they were a diftin& order of work:men from the Apoſtles, 
but two of the penmen of the Goſpels were Apoſtles. Thirdly, 
they were ſuch as by labour of miniſtety (common for the generall 
of it to all other) did gather Saints, and build Chriſts Body, Now 
writing the Goſpell was not a labour of Miniſtery common to Apo- 
files, Praphets, E vangeliſts, Paſtors, but the publiſhing of it. 

Thoſe degrees which Chriſt did diſtinctly give to otherſome, and 
o.herſome, thoſe he did not give conjoyned!y to one and the ſame 
pre But theſe callings he gave to ſome one, to others another. 

iſe he mult have ſaid;he gave the ſame men to be Apoſtles and B- 
vangeliſts, the ſame to be Hvangeliſts and Paſtors. Ergo. 

Thaecalling which is not compatible with the calling of an BE. 
vangeliſt, that Paal never annexed to an Evangeliſt. But the calling 
af a biſhop un ſuch. For a biſhop is ryed ta particular Church. The 
callipg of an Evangeliſt is a calling whereby one is called to the 
wor ke ot the Miniſtery, to gather Saints, and edifie Chriſis body, 
witkout any limitation to any particular Church. Ergo, P. al ne ver 
annexed the calling of a biſhop to an Evangeliſt. 

Ihe calling of an Evangeliſt is not to whe the G ſpell, nor to 
preach ĩt ſimply : for then every Min: ſter of the Word ſhould be an 
Evangt liſt. But this deth difference them, to preach it 1 ithout fi- 
mitation or a flignation to any particular church, Thus Phillip thus all 
thoſe who were the Apcfiles he lpers, working the work of th: Lord 
as they did were Evang. of Which ſort ſome continued — the time of 
Comod the Emperour, as gaſebius te th, Auſeb. hit. li 5. cad 9. 
Now a calling whereby-I am thevealiedw) ide the Goſpel;with- 
— lelſe in any cei taine placezand a calling which bindetk 
during life to ſettle wy ſelfe in one Charch are incompatible. 

Laſtly, that which would have debaſed Timothy and Ti:us , that 
Paul did not put upon them, But to hate brought them from the 
honour of ſerving the Goſpell, as Colleterall companions of the A- 
poſtles to be ordinary Paltors,had abaſed them. Ergo,this to be or- 
dinaty Paſtors pan did not put upon them Obe. The aſſu mption 
in denyed, it % no abaſcment. For be ſote they were but Pre ſ- 
byters, and after ward by impoſition o hands were made _— 

| 2 0; 
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why (hi receive impoſi tion of hands, and à Geipres ns- 
dg Gon not receive an ordiauycalting ? we meane of hey 


1 admitted into ordinaty functions by impoſition of hands. 
Tant ner Tha denyall with all whercos it is buelded 4+ groſſe: For 
ta bring them from a Superiour order to an Jaferiour , is co abaſe - 
them. Bur the Evangeliſis office was ſuperiour to Paſtors. Ergo. 
I be afſumptꝛon proved. Firſt , Every office is ſo much the greater, 
by bow much the power of it is of amplet extent aud leflereftrat- 
ned. But the Rvangeliſts power of Racking and governing was il- 
limiesd. Argo. The. aſſumption proved. Where ever an Apoſtle 
did that part of Gods worke which belonged to au Apoſtle ; there 
an Evangeliſt might doe that which belonged to him. Bm that 
part of Gods worke which belonged to an Apoſtle he might doe any 
whete witheut limitation. Ergo, pany: be do every Miniſter by 
how much he doth moge approximate to the higheſt,” by ſo much 
be is higher, But ie compaaions, &-coadjurors of the Apoſtles, were 
rexer thenordinary Paſtors, Erga, Who are next the King, in 
bis Kingdome , but thoſe who are ug Camites. The Evangeliſts 
were Comite: of theſe Eeclt ſiaſticall Cheiftaines. Chryſoftome doth 
exprelly ſay on Apheſ. 4. That the Evangelifts in an ambulatory 
courſe ſpreading the Goſpell, were above: any - biſhop or Paſtor 
on reſteth iv 45 e . Wherefare Po mo — 
is a weake canceite. For every ter y 
called was conſtituted in a eertaine Church to doe the 4 5 of the 
Loed in acercaine Church, But Evangeliſts were not, but to doe 
the worke of the Lord in any Church as they ſhould be occaſio- 
ned. Ergo, they were no Preabyrers properly fo called. Now for 
theic ordination 3 Tina received nage as the Doctor concewerh, 
but what hee had from the hend of the Apoſtle and Presby- 
ters, when now he was taken of aul to be his. anion, Forno 
doubt but the Church which gave him a good teſlimony, did by 
her Presbyters concurre with Faul in his promoting tothat office. 
Obj. Wh at, could they lay on handy with the Apoitles, which philip 
d no', and could they enter one into an extraordinary office ? 
Anſwu. They did lay an hands wich the Apoſtles, as it is emprefly 
read, both of the Ap les and them. It is one thing to uſe preca- 
tory impoſition, another to uſe miraculous impoſition, ſuch as the 
Apoſtles did, where hy the extraordinary gifts of the Holy Ghoſt 
were confeered. In the ſitſt, Presbyters have power. Neither is 
it eertaine , that Phillipcould not have impaſed hands, and given 
the Holy. Ghoſt. For though he could, he might choole #25) + hep 
for their greater conkemation and edifieation to let that be done 
by perſons more eminent. Binally, impoſition of hands may be uſed: 
m promoting and. ſetting ene forth to an eatwaotdinary office. 
: <1 For 
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Fb ry Exeraardiaary office is not attended with immediate vo- 
cacran from God. As che calling of Evangehiſts,, hougk extraordi- 
nay, was io this unlhe the calling of Apoſtks and Prophets. Se- 
condly,men called immediately may be prumoted to the more fruit - 
Full exerciſe of their immediate and extraordinary calling by 
impoſition of hands from their inferiours, as Paul and Barnebes 
were. Howfoe ver, it is plaine, ih it Timetby by impe ſit ion of hands, 
was ordained to no calling, but the calling of an Evangeliſt. Foc 
that. calling he was ordained to, which he is called on by Pan to ex- 
erciſe, and fully execute. Bui he is called on by him to doe the work 


of an Evangeliſt. Ergo, at calling he was ordained to. 


That worke which exceedeih the calling of an ordinary biſhop, 
was not put upon an ordinary biſhop, But Titus his worke did ſo: 
for it was to plant Presbyters 'Towne by Towne through a Nation. 
Ergo. For rhe ordinary planeatiqn and erecting of Churches to their 
due frame, exceederh the calling of an ordmaty biſhop, But this 
was Titus his works. Ergo. Biſhops are given to particular 
Churches when now they are framed, that they miy keepe them 
winde and wether tight, they are not to lay foundations, or to exe- 
difie ſome imperſect beginnings. But 1 Titus had beene a biſhop: 
he is no warrant for ordinary biſhops, but for Primates whole au- 
thority did reach through whole Ilands. Nay, if the Doctors rule 
out ol Theoderet were ie would ferve for a biſhop of the plu- - 


rality cur, Por it is ſald he placed Presbyters city by city, or Towne 
by Towne, who are in name onely biſhops, but not that ke placed 


is or Apoſtles in any part of it. He therefore was the ſole bi- 
of them, the reſt were but Presbycers, ſuch as had the name, 
not the office and government of Biſhops. 

Finally, were it granted that they were otdinaty biſhops , and 
written to doe ide things: that biſhops doe, yet would it not be a 
8 their majority of power in matter ſacramentall and juriſ- 

iction, avis above excepted, | OY, 
. The ffth Argument. 

The Miniſters which the Church h1d generally and perpetually 
the firſt 300. ye ares afrer Chriſt and his Apoſtles, and was not or- 
dained by any generail Councell, were vndoubtedly of Apoſtolicall 
inſtitution. But the Church ever had Diveeſan brſhops in ſingu- 
larity of preheminence during life, and in mafority of power of 
ordination and juriſdiction above others, and thele not inſtitute d by 

enerall Councells. Ergo, The propoſition is plaine both by Au- 
And Bape. contra Donat. lib. 4. & Epift. 118. and by Teriud, Conſtat. 
id ab Apoſtolis traditum quod aput Ecele as Apoſt olorum fait ſacroſan- 

Gum. For who can thinke thae All the Churches generally, would 
conſpire to aboliſh th: order of Chriſt planeed byche Apoſiles, ard 
3 


ſer 
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ſer up other Miniſters then Chriſt had ordained. The aſſumption is 
plaige. : fer it the Church had Merropolitans anciently, and from 
the bezirining, as the Councell of Nice teſſiſieth, much more bi- 
ſhaps. Far Diocelan.biſhops muſt bee before them , they tiſing of 
combinition of Cities and Dioces. And the councell of Bpheſas 
te ſt· eth, the goverument of choſe biſhops 9 to have been 
ever from che dn. according to the cuttame of old received, 
Yea, thit the attempt of che biſh »pof Antioch, was againſt the Ca- 
nons of the Apuſiles. Againe, Cyprian doch teſtiſie, th it long before 
his time, b ſhops w. re placed in all Provinces and Cities, beſides the 
cace ſſion of biſh aps fam the Apoſties times: for they prove their 
orig nall to have beene in ih: Apoſtles times. Neither were they in- 
ſtituted by any generall councell. Fot long before the firſt general 
counctll,we = Me tropolitans to have becne ordained in the Chur- 
ches. Yea, Jeromhimlelte is of opinion, h it no councell of after 
times, but the Apoltes themſel ves did ordaine biſhups 3 for even 
ſince thoſe conie nuons wherein ſome (aid, 1 aw Pu, ethers, 1 an 
Apollos, he y were (er up by generall decree : which could not bee 
made, but by the Apoſtles themſelves. And in Fſal. 44. hee maketh 
David to prophecy of biſhops , who ſhsuld be ſer up as the Apoſtles 
Succa flurs, 
| A. ſwer. | 
Firſt,we deny the propoſition. For firſt, his doth pre ſuppoſe ſuch 
an aſlitiance of Gods Spirit with the Cliurch, that ſh2 cannot gene- 


rally take up any cuſtome, or opinion, but what hach Apoſtolicall 


warrant , whereas th: contrary may be ſhewed in many inſtances, 
Keeping of holy dayes was a generall praiſe thtough the Chur- 
ches, before any councell enacted it, yet was no Apoſtolicall tradi- 
ian. Socrat. lib. 5. cap. 22. Evergelium nen impoſuit hoc ut die felli obſer- 
ventur, ſed homines ipfi [nu quique locis ex more quedem intioduxerane. 
Taking the EuchariQtaſing,the falls on Wedneſday, and Saturday, 
faſting 1a ſome faſhion before Eaſter, ceremonies in baptiſing, the 
government of Metropolitans were generally received before any 

counct Il etiabl:ſhed, | 
2. It doch pteſuppoſe, that the Church cannot generally conſpire 
ia taking up any cultome, if ſh: be not led into it by ſome generall 
proponent, as a generall repreſentative councell, or the Apoſiles, 
you were Occumenicall Doctors, but ] ſee no reaſon for ſuch a pre- 

um ptic u. | 

3+ Thedoth preſoppoſe; that ſumething may be which is of A- 
goitlicall amhouny, which neuher“ directly nor conſequently is 
cluded in th. wad weitten. For when there are (ome cuſtomes 
which have beene generall , which yer canot be grounded in the 
word written, it is Lect Mary by this propoſition , that ſome thirvgs 
may 
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e in the Church having authority Apoſtolicall, as being deli- 
yered by word unwritten,' For they cannot have warrant from the 
Apoſiles but by word written or unwritten. To the e 
weanſwer : I hit of Terrultians moketh not to the purpoſe, for hee 
ſpeaketh of that which was in Churches Apoſtolicall, as they were 
no planted by them , which the ſentence at large ſer downe w }! 
make cleare. Si cor tas id bonum quod g/ u, & id prins quod : ſta“ ini 
tio, ab initio quod ab Apeſtalis, pariter u iq corflabit id «(fe ab A poſtoli 
tradimm quod e, Hecleſ Apoftelorum fumi f ſæcroſandtum. Touchs 
ir g Auſtins rule we would a ke what is the meaning of theſe words, 
Non niff A poſt alica autboritate traditum relt ſſimè creaitar, If th y ſay 
his meaning is, hat ſuch a thing cannot but in their writings be de- 
livered , they doe pervert his meaning, as is apparent by that, Cent. 
Don. lib. 2,27. Conſuetudizem ex Apoftoio em treditione ven em cin, ſieut 
mata von in ueniu ntuy is literi eorum, & tamen quis cuftodinnin per u. 
xiverſam Ecthi um, nen ni ab ip rredita & commredets cre- 
dun tur. And we with them to ſhew from Scripture what hey ſay is 
contained in it. Tfth: yyeeld, he doth meane as he doth of w.wiie- 
ten tradition, we hope they will not juſtife hin) in this; we well take 
that liberty in him, which himſelfe dorh in all others, and giverh 
vs good leaves uſe in his: owne writings, ' Now vou him in th v 
to favour Tradietons, as-ſome of the Pu piſts do not cauſcl: [ly make 
this rule the meaſuring cord which doth take in the 1: tirude of all 
traditions : yt wee _— to Auſtines judgement othetwhere, 
who though by 'this rule hee makeih à umycr(all practiſe not 
begunne by Councells, an argument cf Divine and Apoſtolicall au- 
theriry, yet dealing 2g1inſt Donatiſts, Lib. 1. Don, cap. 7, hee 
faith ;. he will not ule. this argument, becauſe it was but humane 
and uncertaine, ne videcy bumani argumc ntis illudprobare, ex Evexgelia 
profers. arte dotuments. | 

Wee anſwer to the aſſumption two things: Firſt, it canot bee 
proved, that un verſilly there were ſuch Dioceſan biſhops as 
ours. For in the Apoſtles times it cannot be proved , that Char- 
ches which they planted were diyrded into a mother Church, and 
ſome P. rochiall Churches. Now while they governed together in 
common with Prest yters, and that but one congregation , tht y 
could not be [ike our Dioceſan  b-ſhyps, And ihcugh there bee 
doubtfull relations, that Rome wiv crvided under Everifius, yet this 
was not common through the Church. For Trips tite (tory teſtiſi- 
eth, that till the time of Sone, they did in ſome parts continue 
together. Trip. kit. lib. s. cap. 10. Srcondly, theſe Biſhops which 
hid'nor more but ore Deacon to heſpe them in their miniſtery to- 
ward theiti Churchcs,they cou id not be Dinceſan B hops. But ſuc h 


in many parts ihe Apaſiles planted, as F piphiuius doth te ſtiſie. 1 605 
Third'y, 
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Thirdly , ſuch Countries as did uſc to have biſhops in villages and 
lutle cownes, could not haye Dioceſau b. ſhops, But ſuch there were 
after the Apoſtles times in Cyprus and Arabia, as Sn. 18 his 7. 
booke, cap. 10. teſtifieth. Ergo, Dioceſan biſhops were never ſo u- 
niverſally received. Secondly, biſhops came to be common by a 
Counccll, Cauh 4wbroſe, Proſpiciente Concilio, Amb. in 4. ad Epb. or 
by a D:cree p.fling through the world : tote orbe decrecian off, (aith 
Ferom ad Eveg. which is o bee conſidered not of one Oecumeniall 
Councell, but diſtributively, in thit ſingul ar Churches did in their 
Iresbyceries decree, and iht ſo, that one fot the woſt part followed 
another in it. This interpretat ivd, though not ferwalizey, is a general 
decree, But to thinke this was a. decree of Pauli, is too too abſurd. 
For be ſi des that che Scripture would not have omitted a decree of 
ſuch importance, as tended to the alteration of and con ummation 
of the frame of Churches begun t h all the world. Hew could 
lerom (1f this decree were the Apoſtles) conclude that biſhops were 
above Presbyters my conſuciudime Eccles, then Dominica diſtaß- 
. - tions ver itate. If the Doct. do except, chat cuſtome is here put for - 
inflitaticm ; let him put in one for the other, and ſee how 
well it will become the ſenſe. Let Biſbops huow abey are greater then 
Priefls rather by tht Decree of the Apoſile , then by the truth of Chrifts di. 
{þ-fition. Is it not fine, that the Apoſtles ſhould be brought in as op- 
pokites, facing Chriſt their Lord ? And this concluſion of leram doth 
make me th:nke that decretwn et imported no more, then that it was 
rooke up in time fur cuſtome through the world. Which is elegant- 
ly Caid to be a decree, becauſe cuſtome groweth in time to obtaine 
vim legis,the force of a decree, But Ambroſe his place is plain,ProÞici» 
ente Concilio, he meanech nor a councell held by Apoſtles.:For he ma- 
kerh this provifon by councell to have come in when now in Eg 
& Alexandria, Presbyters according to the cuſtome of that Church, 
were not found fit to ſucceed each other, but they choſe out ofche ir 
presdyreries men of beſt deſert. Now to fi and Dawyſous, there 
were a ſucceſſion of Presbyters in the Church of Alexandria, as Eu- 
ſebiz and leres both affirme, Wherefore briefly, ſeeing no ſuch u- 
niverſall cuſtome r e all the godly tachers never conſpi 
ted to aboliſh Chriſts inſtitution. Secondly, could a cuſtome have 
prevailed with all of them, whom we have to conſtantiacs time, yet 
it might enter and fleale upon them through humane frailty , as 
theſe xrrours in doQrine did upon many otherwiſe godly and faith- 
full Martyrs : the rather becauſe the alteration was ſo little at the 
firſt and Ariſtoctaticall government was ill continued. Thirdly, 
ſay, they had wittingly and wittingly done it through the world , 
they had not conſpiredd, becauſe they might have deemed ſuch power 
in the Church, and ihemſelves to doe nothing but what they might 
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wich Chriſts good liking for the edification of it. How maby of 
the chiefe Patrons ot this cauſe, are at this day of this judgement, 
that if it were but an Apoſtolicall inſtitution, as Apoſtolicall is con- 
tradiſtinguiſlied to divine, they might change it. But if the Apoſtles 
did enact this order, as Legats and Embaſſadours of Chriſt, then is it 
not theirs, but Chriſts owne inſtitution. What an Embaſſadout ſpea- 
keith as an Embaſſadour, it is principally from him that tent him: 
but if they who were Legates, d.d not, bearing the petfon of Legats, 
but of ordinary Eccleſiaiticall governours, decree this ; then it is cer- 
taine, Church governours may alter it without trealouable conſpi- 
ring againſt Cliriſt. 

As for thole proofes, that Bifhops have beene throughout all 
Chutches from the beginning they areweake. For ſirſt, the Coun- 
cell of Nice uſcih an dgws, not ſimpliciter, but ſecundum quid, in or- 
der h:pply to thit time wherein the cuſtome began, which Was bet- 
ter knowne to them then to us: the phraſe is ſo uſed, Act. 15.8, in 
reſpect of ſome things which had not continued many yeares. They 
cannot meane the Apoſtles times, for then Metropolitans 
ſhould have actually beene from the Apoſtles time. Second- 
ly, the phraſe of the Councell of Epheſus, is like wiſe æquivo- 
call; for they have reference to the fathers of Nice, or at leaſt 
the decrces of the fathers, who went before the Councell of Nice, 
For thoſe words being added, definitiones Nicene filet, ſeeme to ex- 
plaine the former, Canores Apoſtolorum. It is plaine the de- 
cree of the Councell doth aſciibe this th'ng onely to an- 
cient cuſtome , no lefle then that of Nice, Conſtantinople 
and Chalcedon; and therefore cannot riſe to the authority of 
ſacred Scriptures, Let him ſhew in all antiquity where lacred Scrip- 
tures are called Canons of the Apoſtles. Finally, if this phraſe note 
rules given by the Apoſtles, then the Apoſtles themſelves did fer 
out the bounds ofCyprus and Antioch, As for the authority of 
Cyprian, he doth teſtihe what was Commun'ter in his time , Biſhops 
odained in cities; not an verſaliter, as if chere were no city but had 
ſome, Second'y, hee ſpeaketh of Biſhops who had their Churches 
included in Cities, not more then migkt meet together in one, to a- 
ny common deliberations, Ihey had no D.ocetan Churches, nor 
were biſhops who hid majority of rule over their Presbyters, nor 
tole power of ordination. As for the Catalogue of ſucceſſion, it is 
powipe Aptior quam puguæ; Rome can recite their ſucceſſors, But be- 
cauſe it hath hid Þithops. Erpo, Occumeinicall b ſhigps is no conſe- 
quence. All who are named b ſliops in the Catalogue, were not of 
one cut, and in that ſenſe we controvett. 

Touch ing that which duth improve their being conſtituted by a- 
ny Councell, it is very wenke. For though wee read of no general! 
H Counccll, 
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Councell , yet there might be, and the report not come to us, Se- 
cond y, we have ſhzwed, that the Councell of Nice doth not prove 
this that brſhops were every where fram the beginning ; the phraſe 
of from the beginning, being there reſpectively, nor abſolutely u- 
ſed. Neicher doth Ferom ever contrary this: for hee doth not uſe 

thoſe werds in propiie'y, but by way ot alluſion 3 otherwiſe if hee 

did think the Apoſtle hid publiſhed this decree, when the firſt to the | 
Corinths was written, how can he cite teſtimonies long after writ= | 
ten, to prove that Biſhops were not inſtituted in the Apoſtles time, 
but that they were ordained by the Church ſure Becle ſiaſtico, when 
the time ſerved for it. | | 


The ſixt Areument. 

Such as even at this day are in the reformed Churches, ſuch Mi- 
niſters are of Chriſts inſtitution. But Miniſters having ſingulari- 
tie of preheminence and power above others, are amongit them, as 
the Superintendents in Germany, Ergo. Anſw. The aſſumption 
is utterly denied. Por Superintendents in Germany are nothing like 
our Bilhvps they are of the ſame degree with other Miniſters, they 
are onely Pre i lents while the Synod laſteth 3 when it is dif{»lyed, 
their prerovative ceaſeih * they hive no prerogative over their fel - 
low Miniſters ; they are ſubject tothe Presbyteries, Zepp. lib. 2 cap. 
10. pag. 3 24. The Synod ended, they returne to the care of tlieir pat- 
ticulatr Churches, | 


Theſcuenth Argument. 

If it were neceſſary that while the Apoſtles lived, there ſhould bee 
ſuch Miniſters as had preheminence and majority of power above 
others, much more after their departure. Bur they thought it ne- 
ceſliry, and there fore appointed Timothy and Tilus, and other A- 
poltoli.ke men furnifhed with ſuch power. Ergo, much more after 
their departure. Arſw. The aflumprion is denyed, and formetly 
diſproved : for they appointed no ſuch Apoſtolicke men with Epi(- 
copall power, in which they thould be ſucceeded. 


The cigbth Argument, 

Such Miniſters as were inthe Apoltles times not contradiQed by 
them, were lawfull. For they would not have held their peace, had 
they knowne unlawtull Miniſters to have crept into the Churches. 

But there were before obus death in many Churches a ſucceſſion 
of Dioceſan Biſhops, as in Rome, Linus, Clemens, at Jeraſalem lame: 
Simeon, it Altioch, Evo ii, at Alexandria, S. MK, Ania, 1 vilues. 
Ergo, Dioceſan Bilhops be lawfull. | 

Anſwer. The aſſumption is denycd : fox theſe Biſhapy were but b 
Preſ. K 


* 
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Presbyters, Paſtors of one congregation ordinarily meeting, gover- 
ning with common conlent of their Presbyteries. If they were af- 
fecting our biſhops majority, they were in Diotropbes ſufficiently con- 


tradicted. | 
The vinth Argument. 


Thoſe who have beene ever held of a higher order then Presby- 
ters, they are before Presbyters in preheminence, and majority of 
rule. But biſhops have beene held in a higher order by all antigui- 
ty. Ergo. The allumption is manifeſt : In the Councell of Nice, 
Ancyra, Sardica, Antioch, Miniſters are diſtinguiſhed. into three or- 
ders. Ignatius, Clemens in his Epiſtle to James, Dionyſ. Arcop: g. de 
Cœeſt. Hierom. cap 5. Tertull. de fuge in perſetutione , & de Baptyſ- 
mo. Ignatius doth often teſti fie it. No wonder, when the Scripture 
it ſelfe doth call one of thele a ſtep to another, 1 Timoth. 3. 13. 
Cyprian. Lib. 4. Ep. 2. Counc. Fpheſ. Cap. 1. 2, 6. Yea the 
C ouncell of Chalcedon countah it ſacriledge, to reduce & 
Biſhop to the degree of. a Presbyter. This Hierome himſelfe 
confirmeth, ſaying : That from Marke to Heraclas and Di- 
#x)/ive, the Presbyters did ſet a biſhop over them in higher de- 
gree. N | 

Anſwer, 

The Propoſition is not true in regard of majority of rule. For 
no Apoſtle had ſuch power over the meaneſt Deacon in any of tlic 
Churches. But to the Aſſumption we anſwer by diſtinction. 

An order is reputed higher, either becauſe intrinſecally ic 
hath a higher vertue, or becauſe it hath a higher degree of dig- 
nity and honeur, Now wee deny that ever antiquity did take 
the biſhop above his Presbyrers to be in a higher order then 
a Presbyter , further then a higher order doth ſigniſie an order of 
higher dignity and honor, muEig or H O- weicys nuns, 
as the Councell of Sardica ſpeakeihi. Which is further proved: be- 
cauſe the fathers did not hold a biſhop to differ from a Pres byter, 
as Presbyter from a Deacon. For thefe differ genere proximo 3 No- 
verint Diacon ſe ad mix iſterium non ad ſacerdotum vocari. But a bi- 
ſhop differeih from a Presbycer, as from one who huh the power 
of Prieſthood no leſſe then himſelfe, and there fore the diſterence 
betwixt theſe, muſt be circumſtantially, not ſo eſſentiall as betwixt 
the other, Thus biſhops and Archbiſhops are divers orders of bi- 
ſhops, not that one exceedeth the other, as a power of higher vertue, 
but of higher dignity then then the other. More plaincly; There 
may be a toure fold difference in gradu. 1. in poteſtate graaus. 2. in 
Exercito. 3, in Digeitate. 4. in amplitudi ne Iuriſdictions, I he 
firſt difference is nog betweene a biſhop and a Presbyter, ac- 
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_. 
cording to the common tenent of antiquity, or the Schoole, bar on- 
ly is maincgifiedi by ſuch as hold the Character of a Prieſt and 8i- 
ſhop inwardly ,: averſe one from the other, Ber ay a biſhop difftr- 
eih not ia power and degree from an Archbiſhop , becauſe nothing 
an Archbiſhop can doe, az'conbrming, cunſecrating Biſhops, &c. 
but a brſhop can doe alſo. So reither doth a Presbyter from a bi- 
ſhop. | Obe. But the Prieſt cannot ordaine a Presbyrer , and con- 
firme as the brſhopdoth, and therefore differeth Poteſt ate gradus. 
To this 1 anſwer, that theſe amhours meane not this difference in 
er (as ſundementali & ren ta pureftate, ſed ampſtat a, iu mediata, c 
a dann produtiiva) as if Presbyters had not a re- 
mote and fundamentall power to doe thoſe things : but that they 
have not, before they be ordained biſhops, their power ſo enlarged, 
as to produce theſe eftets 2Qu:l'y, As a boy | hath a generative 
faculty wh · le he is a child, which he hath when he is a man, but yet 
it is not in a child free from ali impediment, that it can actually 
beget the hke, But this is too much to grant. For the power ſacra- 
mentall in the Prieſt, is an actuall power which hee 1s able to 
and execute, nothing defeQtive in regard of them, further 
then they be wich- held from the exerciſe of it. For that cauſe which 
Randeth in compleat actuality to greater & more noble effects, hath 
an inferior & le fler of the ſame kind under it alſo, unle ſſe the appli- 
cation of the matter be intercepted. Thus a Presbyter he hath a (a- 
cramentall power ſtanding in full aQuality to higher (aceg@henrall a- 
Rions, & ther fore cannot but have rheſe inferior of confirmation and 
orders in his power, further then they are excepred & kept from be- 
ing applied to him. And therefore power ſacramentall cannot be ina 
Possen, as the generative faculty is in a child, for this is inchoate 
onely, and imperfe&, ſuch as cannot produce that effect. The po- 
wet ofthe Prieſt is complest. Secondly, I ſay, theſe are no ſacra- 
mentall actions. Third Ws were they, yet as much may be ſaid to 
prove an Archbiſhop a diſtin order from a biſhop, a8 to prove a 
Presbyter and biſhop differing in order, Fort is proper to him 
out of power to generate a bi other biſhops laying on hands, 
no otherwiſe then are ſaid to doe, where they joine with 
their (hops, If that rule ſtand not meſer ad mineri, nor yet equalie 
ab oque?, I marvel] how biſhopscan beget biſhops equall, yea ſuperi- 
on to them,as in conſecrating the Lord Archbiſhop, & yet a Presbyter 
may not ordaine a Pres byter. It doth not ſtand with their Epiſcopall 
majority, that che rule (everyone may give that which he bath) ſhould 
hold here in the exereiſt oftheir powet. Thoſe who are in one order 
may differ jure divine or buymans. den differed from the Prieſts 
not in power ſacramentall; for they might all. cferincenſe, and 
make intetceſſion. Bar the ſolemne interceſfion inthe holy of holies 
t " God 
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God did excepr and appropriate to the high Prieſt the type of 
Chriſt, Prietts would have reached to this power of interceſlion 
in the holy place, or any act of like kinde: W that God did not 

u that this ſhould come under them, or they 1ntermeddle in it. 
Thus by humane Jaw the biſhop is gte ater in exeteiſe then the 
Prieſt. For ihough God hath not excepted any thing from the one 
free to the other , yet commonly confitination, ordination, abſolu- 
tion by impefi g hand in receiving Penitents, conſecrating Chur- 
ches and Vir gines, have becne re ferted to the biſhop for the honor 
of Ptieflhood, rather then any nect ſſiiy of law, 39 7erom ſpeaketh, 
Finally, in dignity, thoſe may differ mary waies, who in degree are 

uall, which is granted by our adverſaries in this cauſe, Yea, they 
ſay in amplitude cf juriſdiction, as in which it is apparant an Alch- 
biſhop exceedeth ai other. But were it manifeſt that Grd did give 
biſhops Paſtoral! power through the ir Dioce ſſe, and an Archbithop 
through his Province, though but when hee viſiteth, this would 
make one differ in order from the oiher; as in ihis regard Evan- 
geliſts de ffered from ordinary Paſtors, But that juriſdiction is in one 

more then another, is not eſtabliſhed , nor hath appatency in any 

Stripture. - 

o the proofes th:reof I anſwer briefly : the one my be a ftep 
to the other, while they differ in degrees of dignitics, though eſlen- 
tially they are but one aid the ſame order. In this regard it may 
be ſacriledge to reduce one, from the greater to the leſſer, if he have, 
not deſerved it. As for that of Jerom it is moſt plaine, hee did meane 
no further order, but onely in reſpe& of ſome dignities wherewith 
they inveſted their biſhop, or firſt Pre byter, as that they did 
mount him up in a higher ſcat, the reſt ſitting lower about him, 
and give him this preheminence to fit firſt as a Conſull in the Se- 
nite, and moderate the carriage of things amoneſt them : this Cel. 
fc grads , e So orgy but his honourable « del, not im- 
porting ſole authority. For by a Canon of Councell of L1odi- 
cea, wee nde thatthe biſhop hidthis priviledge to ſit firſt , though 
Presbytery did together with him enter, and ſit as Judges of equall 
commiſſion, For though Deacons ſtood, Prest yters did alwaies fit 


intireuity Epiſcepi. 
10. Argument. 


If biſhops be that which Aaron, and the Apoſtles were, and Pres- 
byters, be that which the Prieſts, and the 7 2. Diſciples were, then 
the one are above the other in preheminence and power. But they are 
ſo. See Ferom to Nepotian. Ergo. 
Po Anſwer. 

If biſhops, &c. and P. esbytets, be thit which the ſonnes of A4. 
rin and the 72, were, then there are different orders, &c. To theſe 
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may be added a third. That which Acoſes and the 70. Seniors were, 
that are the biſhops and Presbyters. Firſt, for the propoſition it is 
not true, far firſt of laren and his ſonnes, they were not orders dif- 
ferent eſſenally in their power, but onely in degtee of dignity, 
wherein the high Prieſt was above others. For every Prieſts power 
would have reached to that act which was reſerved to the high Prieſt 
one y. Beſides, when the high Prieſt was deceaſed or removed, the 
other Prieſts did conſecrate ihe ſucce flour, as Sadsck. Finally, the 
one had for ſubſtance the ſame conſecration that the other, neither 
had the high Prieſt any majority of directive or cotrective power 
over others. So the Apoſtles, and 72. will not be found different 
in order z and therefore thoſe who reſemble theſe cannot be conclu- 
ded to be of divers orders, Fur ihe Apoſiles and 7 2. differ no more 
then ordinary meſlengers who are impolyed in a ſet courſe, and ex- 
traordinary (ent by occaſion onely: They were both meſſengers, he 
Apoſiles batits and abidingly, the other in act onely , and after a 
tranſitory manner. 
Againe, had Aon and his ſonnes beene divers orders, differing 
eſſentially in the inward power of them, yet is not the propo ſition 
true, but with addition in this wiſe. Thoſe who arc indentically 
and formally that which Aaron and the Apoſiles were, and that 


which his ſonnes, and the 7 2. were, they differ in degree eſſentially, 


not thoſe who were this analogically by reaſon of lome imperfect 
teſemblance. For things may be (aid to be thoſe things where with 


they have but imperfect ſimilitude. In this ſenſe onely the propoſi- 


uon is erue, + | 
Now to come to the aſſumption. Firſt, touching , wee 
deny any biſhop is as Aaron by divine inſtitution, or by perfect ſi- 
militude anſwering to him. But becauſe 4e was the firſt and 
high Prieſt, others inferiour : ſo it hath pleaſed the Churcheo imi- 
tate this pollicy, and make the biſhop, as it were Primum Pregbyrte- 
rum or Antiſtuem in primo ordine , Pres byters in ſecunds. Whence 
B ſhops may be ſaid to be that which Aaron was through the Chur. 
ches ordination , which ſhe framed, looking to this patrerne ot go. 
vernment which God himlelſe had ſet out in the ola Teſtament, 
The fathers call them A@won and his ſonnes onely for ſome con- 
mon analogy , which through the ordinance ofthe Church aroſe 
betwixt the biſhops and Pres byters, and them; and conceive them 
to be ſo by humane accommodation, not by divine inſtitution. But 
that they were ſo properly ſucceeding them as orders of Miniſtery 
typified by them by Gods owne appointment, this the fathers ne- 
ver tho'ght, Chriſts prieſthood, no mans, was properly typified 
in Aare. Tow | 


So 


8 
BY 
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Nr Ni, and there fixed. Neither can the latter be-rrue: for 


9 
„So touching the ocher part of the aſſumption, That Biſhop 
and Presbyters are What Apoſtles, and the 72 were, The fathers 
many of them infilt in this proportion, that as the Apoſtles and 


72 were teachers, the one in à higher, the other in an inferiour or- 
der, ſo biſhops and Presbyters, were by the Churches ordinance, 


This is the fathers phraſe, to call them Apoſtles, who in any manner 
reſemble the Apoſtles to call them, as Ambroſe. Prophets, Evangeliſts, 
- Paſtors, Doctors, who reſemble theſe , and come in ſome common 

analogie neereſt them, Moſes and the 70 Seniors, who in ary ſore 
reſembled them. Now the aflumption granted in this ſenſe ma- 
keth not againſt us. Por they might be laid theſe, if there were but 
diverſe degrees of dignity. amongit them, though for power of 
order by Gods inſtitution they were all one. But ſome ſtraine 

it further, and take it, that Chriſt inſtituting thoſe two orders, did 
in lo doing, inſtitute B. hops and Presbyters, the one whereof ſuc- 
ceeded the Apoſtles, the other the 72. and that thus the Fathers 


take it. To which I anſwer, Firſt, in generall, this analogy of A- 


poſtles and 72: is not generally affected by them all. 1gnariuwed 
Srrnenſes dicit Apoſtolis Presbyteros ſucce ſſiſſe, Diaconos 7 2. diſcip ul us. 
Clem. lib. 2. Corſt. cap. 30. laith, That Biſhops anſwer to God the 
Father, Presbyters to Chriſt, Deacons to the Apoſtles. Terom doth 
manifettly make Pcesbyters (whom hee alſo calleth by name of 
Biſhops in that Epiſtle, where hee maintaineth the Presbyrers 
dignity) ſuccaſtours to the Apoſtles. The like hath cyprian, 
Apsſtoiue id eft Epiſcopos e prepofros, that is, inis rations prepoſitos 
minorum Eccleſarum, as Auſtin ſpeaketh, elſe it ſhouſd bee all 
one with the former; when hee maketh the Presbycer as well as 


the Biſhop to bee ordained in the Apoſtles. Finally, theſe Fa- 


thers whotake the 72. to have beene Apoſtles, as well as the o- 


ther, could not imagine this porportion of , diverſe or- 


ders let up in them, : Secondly, if Cliriſt in thefe inſtituted thoſe 
other, it mult bee one of theſe waies, Firſt, hee did make 
theſe not onely Apoſtles, but Biſhops, and ſo the 72. not one- 
ly his me ſſengers for the time, but Pcesbyters alſo. Or, ſecond!y, 
elſe hee did ordaine theſe as he did'raine Manna, noting and pre- 
figuring as by a type, a further thing which hee would worke : viz. 
that he would inſtitute B.ſhops and Presbyters for Teachers ordi- 
iary in his Church: but both theſe are gratu ſpo ken without ar y 

undation or reaſon, For the firſt, wee have ſhewed that the A- 
poſtles could not bee Biſhops ordinarily; nor yet the calling of 
theſe ſeventy two (which was togoe through all Cities Evange- 
laing) Rand with Presbyters, Presbyters being given to Chuiches 
then 
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then Chriſt ſlould have given a Sacrament, when he ordained his 
Apoſtles , and ſent forth his 72. Secondly, the type or the ſhadow 
i> lelle then rbe thing ypified, the ſubſtance of ir. But the giving 
Apnltles was a greater thing then giving ordinary Paſtors, Ergo. 
Thirely, I Cay, tha: Chrilt did never ordaine that any ſhould ſuc- 
cecd the Apoſtles, or the 72 in regard of their order, There is a dou- 
ble ſucceſſion, in gradum, or in Coput, as the j iriſts diſtinguitth, I; 
gradurs eundem , as when one brother dying, another brother doth 
ſueceed him in the inheritance. I# Caps, as when one not of the 
ſame degree and line doth come after another, as when a brother 
dying another doth inherit after bim, Not a brother, but a colin tO 
him, Thus the Apoſtles have no ſucceſſors ſucceeding them is gre» 
dum, but ſuch onc ly as follow them, being ↄf other degrees ,and in 
another line, as it were, in which ſort every Paſtor doth ſucceed 
them. But then they are (21d to ſucceed them, becauſe they follow 
them, and after a lort reſemble hem, not becauſe they hold the 
places which the Apoſtles did properiy. Apoſtolo im quantum eſt A- 
paſlalus non ſucceditur, Legat queteruas eſt Legatut non ſa cceditur. 
Fourthiy , ih u the Pcesbyters doe as perſons of a diverſe order ſuc- 
ceed the Apoſtles ef]: fully then any other, Firſt, they mult 
needs (ucceed t ho are ſpoken to in them, whole duties arc 
laid downe i t which the Apoſtles received i n commandement. 
But the Presbviers were ſpoken to both in the Keyes, in the Sup- 
er, in the commandement of teaching and baptiz ag. Ergo, Pref- 
ycers mb needs ſuccecd the Apoſtles. Secondly, thoſe whom the 
Apaſtles did inſtitute in the Chu ches, which they had planted for 
their fuither building them up, they were their next ſuccefiors, But 
the Apoſtles did commend the Churches to the care of Presbyters 
ho might build them up, whom they had now converted. Ergo, 
theſe wire theit ſueceſlors moſt proper and immediate. Thirdly, 
theſe to whom now t:kivg their tarewells they reſigned the Chur- 
ches, theſe were their ſuce floms. But this they did to Presbyters, 
Pay! now neveito tice Ephelus more, Act.. Peter ncere death, 
1 Pet. 5.2, Fram, Fourthly, if one Paſtor or Miniſter doe more 
prop.rly reſemble an Apoſtle then another, it is becanſe hee hath 
lume power Apoſtolique more fully conveyed to lum then to ano- 
ther. But this wis not done. Ergo, The 2flumption is maniſeſt: 
tor fit, their power of teacheng and miniſtring the Sacraments 
duth as tu'ly and properly belong to the Presbyrer as to any, unleſſe 
we count P. e aching not neceſſaruy connexed to a Presbyters oſſire, 
but a biſhop. zor at leaſt that a more iudimentall preaching belongs 
) a Picsbyrer, the more full and exact teaching being appropriate 
to the B ſhop, which ate both too abſurd. Secondly, for governe- 
ment, thc Afoltles did no more give the power of governement to 


One 
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one then to another. Objac. This is denyed,for the Apoſtles are ſaid 
to have kept the power of ordination, and the coercive power in their 
owne 2 and to have committed theſc in the end onely to Apo- 
ſtolike men, 2s Timothy, Titus, who were their ſucteſſours, lueceeding 
them in it. 4m. A notable fiction 2 for it is moſt plaine by Scrip- 
ture; that ordination, po wer ef deciding controverſies, excommuni - 
cation, were given to Presbyters, and not kept up from them; they 
ſhould otherwiſe have provided ill for the Churches which they lett 
to their care. Secondly, if the Apoſtles did commit ſome ordinary 
power of govefnment to ore men above others, in which regard 
they ſhould be their ſucte ſſours, then the Apoſiles did not onely en- 
joy as Legeres power over the Churches, bus as ordinary Minitters. 
For what power they enjoyed as Lege, this they could not 4 Le- 
gare, Power as ordinary Paſtors in any Nations or Churches they 
never referyed,and therefore did never ſubſtnute others rothemſel yes 
in that which they never exerciſed nor enjoyed. And it is to be no- 
ted, that this opinion of Epiſcopall ſucci flron from the Apoſtles is 
rounded on this, that the Apoſtles were not onely Apoſtles, but Bi- 
— in Provinces and particular Churches. For the Papiſts the m- 
ſel res urged with this, that the Apoſtles have none ſucceeding them, 
they doe coafider a double reſpe& in the Apoſlles, the one of Legarer, 
ſo Peter, nor any other could have a ſucctſſour. The other of bi- 
flops, Occumenicall in Perer, of Biſhops Nationall or Dioceſan, at in 
ſome other. Thus onely conſidered, they grant them to have other 
Biſhops ſucceeding them : Fer the Apoſtolick power preciſely conſi- 
dered, was Privilegium per[onale ſimul cums perſona ext indum. Now we 
have proved thas this ground is falſe, and therefore that ſucceeding 
the Apoſtles, more 2 tate to Biſhops then other Miniſters 


grounded upon it, is falſe alſo. | 

Laſtly, the Presbyters cannot be (aid ſuceefſors of the ſeventy two. 
For fir ſt, in all that is ſpoken to the ſeventy two, the full duty and of- 
fice af a Presbyter is not laid downe. Secondly, it doth not appe are 
that they had any ordinary: power of preaching or baptixing "4 mi- 
niſtering the othes Sacrament. For they are ſent to Evangelize, to 
preach the Goſpel] : but whether fram power of ordinary office, or 
from commiſſion and delegation onely for this preſent oecaſion it is 
doubtfull. Thirdly, it is not read that they ever baptized, or had the 
power of adminiſiring the Supper given to them : Yea, that they had 
neithex miniſtery of Word or Sacrameats ex officio oralin ay io, ſeemeth 
hence plaine 3 That the Apoſtles did chooſe them to the Deacons 
erte, which was ſo cumberſome that themſelves could not tend the 
maniſtery of the Word with it, much leſſe then could theſe not having 
ſuch extraordinary gifts as the Apoſties had. Fourthly, if they were 
(er Miniſt em chen were they ä in deſtination. For the _ 
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enjoyued them, ia from City to City, without limitation to Evan- 
gel. ac and aſier we read of ſome, as Philip j that he was an Evan: 
geliit j the ſame is in eccleſiaſtioall tory reſtified of ſome others. 
Thus we !Rreabyter» ould ſucceed Evanyelifiy thoſe Apoſtolique 
mem whom the Apoſtles conſtituted Biſtrops, and by conſequence 
be the true ſucceſlvurs of the Apoſtles. Fhete Bvangelifts ſucceeded 
them by all grant, we lucceed theſe, Finally, Armacherus doth take | 
theſc 7 2. to have been ordinary diſciples, in his 7. Brok Armericaery 
queſt. cap. 7. Mien a Wir £3638 7 2117 * 1 5 : a»? = 
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Thoſe who veccive anew ordmtion are in 4 higher degree in a 
new adminittration, and a new order. Bur Biſhops doe ſo. Ergo, 

SS | "Anſwer. 
The propoſition is denyed : for it is ſufficient to a new ordinati- 
on that they are called to exerciſe the: Paſtorall function in à new 
Church, wherc before they had nothing to doe, Secdndly, J anſwer 
by diſtingti om, anew order, by reaſan of new degrees of digmty, 
this maybe granted: but that therefore it is a new order, that 18, 
having furcher miniſteri all power in regard of the Sacraments and 
jur iſdiction given it of God, is not true. Hath not an Archbiſhop a 
diſuoct ordination or conſecration from a Biſhop ? yer! is he not of” 
any ordemeientially differing. The truth is, ordinatlonif it be bu 
ed intos in bur à canonicall ſolemniiy which doth not collat that 
power Epiſcopall xo the now choſen, but onely more ſolemrily and 
orderly promotes him to the exerciſe of it. 5 


42-3 | (2 ut. UA FN» E 

| Thoſe /Manifters whatedF chere may be but one onely during 
lite aa Charth, they ee ee eee eee os 
thers. But there may be but one Biſhopy, ⁊hough ibece mby be ma- 
ny other Presbytera, one T imat, one Titas, one Archippus, one 
Epaphyodizs, Ergo. Por preofe of the uſſumptiou. See cer nehm, as 
Luſihius relateth his ſentence, lib 5. cap. 63 i Cons. Mee. raß g. cone; 
Cala, cap Prſbdoning in wt Anguſtme. en ο,st. ber. 1. cb 
fot. dn. Theok Orcumin.;: And ſuch eee eminent, 

a1 


that Pridhytera, Deacons, and othet Clerkos, ure laid to be the B:. 
ſhops Clerk. 8 per tr 1 3 4, | 47 
| (Anſwer. ple” © og PRs 


T anſwer to the Aflumption. That chere may be ſard eo by: but 
ene Niſhop in order to pther Coadjmors and Tcinteb chm the 
dame Clinch Jt ay bs ſaid, there muſſ be but onk B HH p in 61! 
der to all che cet Chutches of the Citiex. Second ly, eiris may: be 
athrined as ſlanding by Canon, or as div n: inſtitunoa. Now the 
aſſumpt on is true, onely by Law Rccleſiaſticall. For the Scripture is 
{ard to have placed Presbyters who did Swperiatenders, : . 20. _ 

« | thay 
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that there were Biſhops at Phil. True it is, the Scripture doth 
not diſtinguiſh ha many of the ene ſort, nor how many of the o- 
ther, becauſe no doubt for the number of the Congregations, a ſin- 
gle Fresbyter labouring in the Word, or two, the one coadjutor to the 
other might be placed. Secondly, it is teſtified by Epiphanies, tha: 
erdinar:ly all Cities but Alexandria had two. Thirdly, lerom on 
1 Tim. 3. doth (:y, that now indeed there may be but one Biſhop, 
eaning Canonically, ee. a difference rwixt the preſent time 
and time ApaſtoJique, Fourthly, Auſtin did not know it was un- 
lawfull: Yea, he did onely in regard of the decree of Nice, account 
it ſo, Ep.110. neither did Churck or people ever except againſt the 
contrai y, but as a point againſt Canon,which m ght in ſome caſes be 
diſpenſed with, as the tory of Nercifſue, and Alexander, and L. iber ius, 
and Falix did more then manifeſt. Fon though the people of Rome 
cried out, one God, one Chriſt, one Biſhop, yer they yeelded ar theit 
Emperours ſuite, whereas had, it beene a hing they had all thouglit 
to have been againſt Chriſts inſtitution, thi y; would not have done. 
Vide Sex. lib. 4. cap. 14. Fiftly,teroms peerelefle power, is nothing bur 
Cor ſul- likę prefidence abuye otherizfor this he plesded for, writing 
againſt teil, lb. 1. amongſt the, Apoſtles emſe lyts, that ſchiſme 
might be avoided, Wherefore we yeold the concluſion in this'[erſe, 
thai che. Biſhop ſwe bumana, hath a fingulerity of preheminence be:! 
fore others, as by Eccleſiaſticall law there might be bur one onely 
Archbiſhop, - + an re FL 
| iz Agent. 41 
: Tho _—_—_ pages pom above athers- in ordinatvonland 
juriſdigion, they were ſuch as had preheminence and. majority of 
rule over others. But the former is dae to Biſhops; Unle ae 
gularity of power were yee lded, there would be as may ſehiſmes 
as Pricſts. Ergo. The aſſumption proved. Theſe who bave a pecoſia⸗ 
power of e. ding; ian alu us others, they are in prebeminente an 2 be- 
fare atm f. But dae bave, Erga, they are in, & n The aſſmption 
oved, That which was not in the. Presbyters of Epbuſus' and chete 
ſimothj and Titus were ſenty hut indherApofites, . aud af-/ 
ter in Timotby and Titus and their ſuccefſanes; that is 2 peculiar of 
Biſhops. But ordination was not in the Brosbyters, agen The 
aſſumption proved. That which theſe were ſent to doe, Pteabyters 
had upt powes to doc. Id was therefort in them; and Se u. ſuc- 
cecded. them, the Biſhops! of Ephefus: and Cite Mgaino the 
Scriptures, Councels, Fatbes, ſpeske 4df hd) ordchν¹ν,,i oe. 
Eig@, it was the peculiar right of the Biſhop, and che Bi- 
hap one ly. He onely by Canon was puniſhiable for regula- 
rity in ordination. And Epiphagys maker this the proper 


power of: a, Biſhop sa beget: futhert by ordination , 0 the 
$ 0 1 Pre. 
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ptesbyters doth ſonnes iſme. And ferom doth except ordi - 
"aol as 8 wherein he is moſt unequall to 


them, dew TY 


- E  An{wey. N 210 j 77 ; 
1 anſwerthe propoſition of | the firſt ſyllog.ſne by diſtinction. 
Thoſe lia hauc pecretefie power in regard of the ſimple right to 
ordeine : vx. in regard of c xereiſing the act, and ſole performing 
the rite. of it, thote who have 4 right to theſe things originally 
from Chriſt and his Apoſtles, which no others have, they are above 
others in degree. Agune, perrclefle power in 4 biſhop ever Preſ- 
byters may be ſaid in comparifon to them diſtribunveſy or colle- 
Rively conſidered. He that. hath peereleſſe power | given him, 
which no one of the other hath, is not preſently. of a greater 
degree, nor bath not majorny.of rule amongit others, as 2 
Counſul in the Senate : bur if. he have a- peerele ſe power, ſuch 
as they all collectively conſidered, cannot comroule , then 
_ Propoſition is true; but the Aflumption will then be found to 
halt. | 
To the prooſe of the aſſumption. The Propoſition: is ue of 
power in order to che thing it ſelſe, not to miniſtring athe rite, and 
executing the at, hach my be referved for honourifake to one, 
by. thoſe who otherwiſe have equall power with bim. The b:ſhopy' 
have this power in order, the thing it elfe agreeing to them, N py 
fri officii, not by comtoiſſi on from others, we deny. The 2 i· 
on is wholly denyed. As ſor the proofe of it. Firſt, we that deny 
thar-Eveangelifis h id ootpower roordeine} aN well bs Apoltles, Se- 
condl tt Pmabytera had not ein w Church plamed ar 
then Every. one as fellow: ſervants might coaſpire Int the" 
ſama ordiention. The Evragetritpower did not derogate from the 
the Preodyrert fem neiiſier of them But power of im 
poſing hands ſolitarily, where t Chorches were not conſtitu- 
ted , this may * be appropriateu to the Apoſtlev and va. 
Sue whole office it was. too labnur in tete ct the frame uf 
hurches. Secnndly; dhe afiurnpeiont 1 fle; in denying)! that” it 


was in the power of Prezbyeers ro layon hund, contrary to that in 
Tiny The grace proen ther by lejing wn of t he bans of the preibytery. 
Thirdly, it is falſe, in p eſuppoſing others then Peesbyrers tu hawe 


dee Finely and Tum theirfaccefiours,' To ne '6of this aſ- 
ſurptien,, The propefitien is not tuo For it might be convenient? 


ihas che (ame th ng ſhould be done by A vangeliſta, and by ordihury 

Paſtors, hed comredals in their —— rms to the — if 

vice of - Chriſt the Secondly, I anſweree the aflumprion.* 

That Presbyter were to be placed in Churches framed where 

there were Pyeshytets, og where there were as; yer none. In = | 
y 
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ar Churcher they are bid ordaine, if any need further, but /aluo 
van, nor without the concurrence of cthers; Ia the latter 
Churches which were to be eonſſituted, they may be conceived as 
Brangelifts, with ſole power of ſetting Prezbyrers forth by this rite 
f impoſition of hands. We hold Apoſtles might doe it, Evange- 
» ils. might, and the Presbyteties allo, Yea, Presbytets in Alex in- 
dria when now their firſt Presbyter was deceaſed, did ordaine the 
following : For the Canon of three biſhops, and Metropolitans, 
added by the Nicene Councell, was Het knowne yet, Neverthele ſſe 
it grew timely to be reſtrained to biſhnps, the pertorming I meane 
otche.ourwatd rite and fiene 3 but onely by Canon, as Confiznation 
was alſo, for which there is as ancient teſtimonies as this, that it Was 
appropriate to the Bifſh, We grant therefore char antiquity doth 
ſomerime ſpeake of the ordainer as one. In the Churches of Africa 
one did not yy onhands;yer in ſome other Churches the rite was by 
oneadmmiſitred. And it is to he noted bythe y, that ol; Er Io rot» 
in ſome Canons is not oppofed to the Coordaining of Presbyters, 
but to the number of Three, or many biſhops required in the ordi- 

nation of a biſhop. T hey might there fore by theit C inons be punith - 
able, becauſe regularly and canonically the executing of it was com- 

mitted to them. This is all that Epipbanive or Icramt axcepta ordinalione 
eee er theſe tO conelufions we would fee proved out of 
$cripcares and Fathers. Firſt, that ordination is an action of power, 
of order,a power ſacramentall, which 3 Presbyrer hath not. Second- 

ly, that by vertue of this power, the biſttop doth ordaine, and not 

by B ſticall right or commiſſion from the Church. Certainly, 

the aQ:of;promotide a miniſter of the Church, is tather an act of 

juriſdiction then order. As it belongeth to policy and government, 

to call new Magiſtraces, where they are wanting. Obſeci. But a new 


ſpirituall officer may be inſtituted by 2 ſacrament. Aaſw. If God 


would ſo have collared the grace of (pirituall calling; but he hath 
inted no ſueh thing. The Apoſtles and 92. were not inſticu- 
red by a ſacrament or impoſition of Cleifts: hands, Now the grea- 
ter the grace was which was given, the more need of a ſicrament 
whereby! it ſhould be given. ObjefdF, They were extraordinary, 
Anſrw. Theymigh have h1d fome ambulatory ſacrament for the 
ume. Againt, impoſition of hands was ated in g ving exiraordi- 
aary:graces, AG 8, Secondly, were it aſacrament,it ſno ld conferre 
the ob oMicey as well as grace ſanctiſying the perfon to uſe it 
hol. ly; ¶ Burwe-ſee'thot this it could not do As tor paul and Barnebas 
che Church did ſeparate them at the comm ind of God, and lay, 
hands on chem, and pray for them, but they were already before 
rhis, immhetiacely choſen by God to the grace of their office, It could 
be nothing then bur a gefture accompanied with prayer, ſeeking 


gr ace 
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grace in their behalfe, For the ſactameatull collating of grace ſan- 
ctifying all callings, we have in cheſe cyo ſacramevts of Chtiſis in- 
Qirutioo. Thirdly, there:are many kindes of impoſition of hands 
in che old and new Teſtament, yer.canvot it be proved, hat it 13 arty 
where a proper ſacrament, It is then a rite, n geſture, a ctremoity, 


fionifying a thing or perſon ſeparate, preſented to God, prayed: for 
8 1 Ad chinks of it, as 2 geſture of one, by 
prayer io God, leekic g a bleſſing on every one choſen to this or that 
place of miniftery, So Eccle ſiaſtically it was uſed, in bapuſing, in 
canſegrating, in reconciliug penitentt, as ell as ordaining : but ne- 
yer granted ay a ſactament in chole other caſes, by grant of all. It ic 
then arite or geſture of one, praying, Teta. e beps. che weth this 
ſaying, Manus imponitar per benedittionem adustam & iruitan ſpiri- 
tum ſandum. Ieram allo contra Luciferanes, Neu abuuo, banc aſſe Ecele- 
| fe conſurtudinem wt Spiſcopus ma .impeſiturne exenrar ad - 
cationem firitgs ſari. Amir, de d git. ſacerdot. a, impenit ſup- 

p icem denn. Augeſt. Did aliua eſt wants nnpeſitio quam oratio ? 
c. The Grecke Churches have ever given Orders by a forme of 
praycr conceived, with impoſition of hands. Hence it is, that 
they impoſed hands even on Deaconeſles, where it could not 
be otherwiſe conſidered then a deprecatiye geſtwre;: Neither 
15 it like the African Fathers ever thought it a; lacrameut, which 
no other had vertue and power to miniſter, but the Biſhop. For 
then they would never have admitted Preabyters to uſe the 
ſame kite with them, For ſo they had (uffered them to pro- 
phane a ſacrameng , wherein they, had, no  poyyer: to intermed- 
dle. Ol e. If one (ay they did Jay on hands with them, but 
the Biſhops impoſition was. properly, .Con/ecxative and ſacramen- 

tall, thi day ron onel y. Anſwer, Beſides thar/this is ſpo- 

ken wahout foundation, how abſurd is it, that tlie very ſelfe- 

ſame ſacramentall rit« ſhould be a ſacrament in one miniſters 

hand, and no ſacrament performed by another: Yea, when the 

Biſhop doth it roa Presber, or Deacon, then a ſacramentz 

when to a Subdeacon, and other in fer jour officers, then none; 

let any judge. Auſtin did account no, other of impoſition of 

hands, then a prayer over a man, accompanied with that geſture. 

Secondly, they doe not thinke that the B ſhop ordainech by divine 

right, it be ing excepted to him as a miniſter as higher ſacramentall 

power : but that he onely doth ordaine qupad fignugy e ru extris- 

ſteum, bythe Churches commiſſion, thongh the-right of odaining 
be in all the Presb tery alſo. As in 2 Colledge the ſaciety have 

right to thoole a os and to ordaine him alſo, though the maſter 
doth alone Lay on hands, and give admiſſion. Thus lerews (peakerh 
of confirmation, that it was = Mar to the Biſhop for honour ſake, 


father 
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rather then any neeeſſiy of Gods law. Whence by analoge and 
tio, de follo ech they thinke not ordination; o thoſt ether 
i poll royalties to firve beene reſerved to him by divine right. 


Bobid& chere are more ancient proofes for C inonicall approptiating 
-confittmacion, then for this impoſition of hands. cent eech 
thus of Novame, he wanted th ſe things which he ſhould have had 
after Baptiſme, according to the Canon, the ſealing of our Lord 
ſtrom a Biſhop, Exſeb. Libs. cap. 25. So. Cyprian te ſul. Never- 
tholeflt, Ierom judgeih this alſo to have beene yeelded chem for ho- 
unt tko, And we know that in che BIſhops àbſence, Presbycers 
through the Eaſt did Cesſgnere, through Grecia, through Arme- 
nia. Neither would Gregory the great have allowed Presbycers in 
the Greeke Churches to have confirmed, had he judged it other= 
wiſe then · CAuonieally to belyng to! the brſhyps, Th it therefore 
wich ls not properly a ſacrimentall action, and that which is not 
nppropriat to a bAhopfureher then Presbyters hive commitred it 
te him, hat cannot make him in higher degree of miniſtery then 
Presbyters are. 5 . 8 
- + Fhitely, in reconciling penitents; the Presbyters did it in cafe of 
the biſhops abſence: a6 is to be gathered from the third Councell 
e Cartliage, 3. And who thinkes bleſſing ſo appropriate to à bi- 
thop/ d Neibytets may not ſolemuly blefle in the name of the 
Lotd, though antiquity reſerved this to him, Theſe therefore 
were keptto him, not as acts exceeding the Presbyters power ot 
order, bur for the ſuppoſed honour of him and the Church. For as An- 
dreſa Faith, T am e poſſiont rrritonali, e vulgaritres.viliſg vide- 
— aſeth iniquity therefore to ſet up one who ſhould quord 
L an doe Many things alont, not becauſe that Presbyters could 
not, bur it ſeemed i their eyes more to the honor of the Church, that 
ſome one ſhould be interefled in them. 
Feurthly, A. ina tertaine booke of ſacred orders, doth con- 
fite che qe &ritie of an underrain author, who taught that one biſſiop 
onely wi to Hy harids vn Deaton's becauſc he was conſrtrated 
unh fe Pricfth664,but'to miniſte:y and ſervice. Nunquid /cripror libell. 
evi c [anftior Aboſtolis qui poſurunt plures manu (uperDiaconos quan- 
de co ſctra blur: & pr opt ca fo/tle E YH Dαẽ,utanus ponat ſuper Di cou, 
ac f ſalus poſſit prteari virtu tem gratiarum quam p'ures Appſtoli precabay. 
ur, Op imun eſt b nos duces ſeg ui a rertaverunt uſd, ad plentm victori- 
a Went # is'plaint;he did ænq ho further thing in impolition 
ien prayer which the mote impoſed; is the more for. ible. | 
ue fourteenth Argument. 8 
"Thoſe ho had jariſdiction over Presbyters aſſiſting them, and 
Dresbyters affixed to Cures, they had a ſuperiority of power over o- 
ther miniſlurs. Dul biſhops bad ſo, Ergo, K. 5 
— . 
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The Afumption is manifeſt, Igadtins deſcriberk the Bifhop from 
this, tha he ſhould be the governour of the Fresbytery and whole 
Church dd. Ae. And lee and Auſtin on che . Palme, 
call chem he Priaces of the Church, by whem the is 1 99m 
The aflumpuon is proved particularly. Thoſe who had directive 
power above others, and corre&ive, they had majorky of cule. But 
B ſhops had. Ergo. The aſſamption proved. Firſt , for directive 
power, the D;cabyters were to doe nothing without them. gue. ad 
May, ad g. They might not -minifter, tue ſacramene of che ſup- 
— 4 under the B. ſhop, Clem. Spill. 1. a Zaced.Tert lib. de lt. Com. 
Apoſt. 38, Con, cartbag. 4. 38. Con. (ar. a. Can, 9. con Gar. 16, Conc. 
A's. ans. 

_ Secondly, that they had cerreRive power, it is proved, Ac. 2 e. 
The . of Epheſus did not ſuffer falle Apoſtles, and is commen- 
ded for it the Angel of Thariya it reproved for ſuſfaring the like. 
Therefore they bad power over other miniſters, Cypr. lib. 3. Epiſt. 3. 
telleth Kegetian he had power to have cenſured his Deacon. lever. 
edverſu Vigilentiom, marvelleth that the Biſhop where Nilas 
was, did not breake the unprofuable veſſell. enix (aich Bi- 
Mop. governed the Presbyters themſelves, they che people. The 
Prezbyters affi ed te places and Churches, were ſubjeR to they Ri- 
ſnopꝰ, fer when they were yacant, the bulhop did ſupply them. - 
gaine, the Presbyters hid their power from him, and therefore were 
under him, and they were ſubject to the cenſure of the biſhop. 
I hole of his Clergie were under him ; for he might promote them, 
they might nat goe from one oceſſe to anctbeg, witbout him, nor 
trayell to the cxie, but by his leave. The biſhop was e 02 
and might exc cace them, Cyprili. 1. Epuſt 3. Contil. Can. 
(ap. 59. Conc. Chal. cap. 9. conc. Nice. cap. 4. cont. A. bid. cap. 
6. cap. 1 2. Carr, 2. cap. 7. conc. Afric. cap. a9. cone. Eyhel. cap. g. cone. 
Chal. cap. 23. The examples of Alexander and chen ſafteme prove this. 
All Presbycers were counted ecepbelpheadlefie, that lived not in ſub- 
jectian to a biſhop, The Paftacs at pariſhey were eicher ſubje& co 
bifhops,or they had aflaciaces 28 with em; or they 
ruled alone. Bat they had not 92 
Ergo, they were ſubjectꝭ to the authority and juriſdiction of che 


| . beten of the brit Syllogiſme it muſt be thus ſcg- 
med. I hoſe ho had power of zuriſdiction in themſelves, wich. 
aut the concurreace of other Presbytert, a fellow judges, they were 
reatet in majorny of tule. Thus biſhops had not juriſdi cion. 
rue it is, they were called geveruouts and Princes of their Chur- 


ches, becauſe they were miore eminent miniſter, though: they had 
e | 28 


(61) 


noc Mondrchiall power in Churches, but Conſull-like authority: 


and therefore when Rey affe cted this Monarchy , what (aid je- 
row, Noverint (e ſaterciotrs efje riow dem, pourrint ſe non ad 
e a vocetos, ad ſervitiam tot Ectlifie. Sic Origen in Eſa, 
om. 7. | 

To the proofe ofthe Aſſumption. Wee deny that they bad this 
directive power aver all Presby:ers. Secondly, chatih.y had it 
over any ty humane conſtuuiion infallible. Presbyters were 10 
great difterenge. Thoſe who are called propry {arerdotes, Rectres, 
Seniores, Minorem Ecclefiaram prepoſiri , the B ſhop had not, nor 
challenged not that direct: ve power over them, which hee did cyer 
thoſe who were numbred amongſt his Cleru kes, who were he'pes 
to him in the Liturgy, in Chapells and pitithes weich did depend 
on him as their proper teacher, though they could not ſo ordinar. ly 


goe out to him. I he firſt had power Within their Churches, to 


teach, adminiſter, excommunicate , were counted brethren to the 


: D ſhops i and called Epiſcopi, or cecp . ſcopi even of the Ancient: 


But the Presbyters which were part of their Clergy, they hid ihis 
directive power over them, the Canons Eccleſiaſticall allowing 
the ſame, But I take theſe latter te have beene but a corruption 
of governing Presbyters, who came to bee made a humane mini- 
ery. 1. by having lingalor acts permitted. 2. by being conſecrate 
to this, and ſo doing ex eſſicis, what they were imployed in by the 
biſhop. But ſure theſe are but he lpes to liturgy, according to the 
Canons. Preaching did not agree to them further then it could bee 
delegated or permitted. Finally, wee read, that by law it was per- 
mitted them : that it was taken away from them againe by the 
biſhops : that it was ſtiated and limited ſometimes as to the ope- 
ning of the Lords Prater, the Creed and ten Commandements: 
as it is plaine to him ih it is any thing converſant in the ancient. Se- 
condly, let us account them as Mimſters of the word given by God 
to þ s Church: then I ſay, they could not have any direction, but ſuch 
as the Apoſtles had amonglt Evangeliſts: and this p wer is ꝑ ven to 
the biſhops onely by canon ſwerving from the firſt ordinance of 
Chriſt :; for it maketh a Miniſter of the word become as a cypher, 
without power of his conſecration, as Ierom ſpeaketh,being ſo inter- 
preted by Filſon himſelfe. Theſe deerces were as juſtifiable :s thit 
which forbiddeth any to baptiſe. whohath not gotten chriſme from 
the biſhop (on. Carth. . cap. 36. unleſſe the phraſes doe note onely a 
Frome of order in the b ſhop above Presbyters, requiring pre- 

ence and aſſent, as of a fellow and chiefe member, not otherwiſe, 
Io the proof of the ſecond part of the former aſſumption, I. we de- 
ny this majority of corrective power to have beene in the Apoſtles 
tacmſelyes: they hag only a miniſtry executive inflicting that _ 
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Chriſts correAive power impoſed. Secondly, we deny chat this minĩ̃. 
ſteriall power of cenſuring was ſingularly exerciſed by any Apoſtle 
or Evangel iſt. w here Churches were conſtituted. Neither is the wri- 
ting to one above others, an argument that he had the power to doe 
all alone without concurrence of others. To that of Cyprian againſt 
Regatian;we deny ih it Cyprien meane th he would have done it alone, 
or that he and his Presbytery could have done it without the con- 
ſent of Biſhops neighbouring: but that he might in regular manner 
have beene bold to have done it, becauſe ke might be ſure, quod not 


to lege tui imnes id ratum babere mus. Cyprian was of judgement, that 


he h mſelſe might doe nothing without the conſent ot his Presby- 
tet, unleſſe he ſhould violate his duty, by running a courſe which 
Rood not with ih: honour of his bretkren, It was not modeſly in 
him; but due obſervancy, ſuch as he did owe unto his brethren, Nei- 
ther did Cyprian ever ordinarily any thing alone, He received ſome, 
the people and the brethren contradicting, ſib. 1. epiſſ. 3. but not till he 
had perſwaded them, and brought them to be willing. I ben ſeeſt 
(ſaith he) bat paines I bave to perſwade the brethren is patience.” So 
againe, I berdty perſweee the prople, yea even wringit from them that ſuch 
ſh»uld be received. Nether did he take upon him to ordaine Presbyters 
alone : but pꝛopounded, aide requeſt for them, confe ſſing, thit fur- 
ther then Gad did extraordinarily prevent both him and them, they 
had the right of ſuffrage, nolefle then himlclfe, as by theſe epiſtles 
may appeare, lib. 1. piſt. 20. lib. 2.epiſt.5.(b.4.1piſt. to. 1erom er 
grandilc quen: ſometimes) did never thinke a Biſhòp could lawfully 
without his Pres byteries concurrence, excommunicate. If he were 
as M:ſts, yet he would have theſe as the ſevemty. Againe, Jerom 
doth write expreſly of all in generall, Er mos ſenacum bebemus , 
catum 'Pretbyieraum, ſine quorum Confili nibil agi d quem li- 
ect, b ut Romeni babuerunt ſenaturs cujus Confilio cuntie gerebantur. 
8riphanixs lith. Biſh ps governed Presbyters : but it doth not fol- 
low, that therefore they did it alone without concurrence of their 
com Presbyters. As for the fixed Presbyters, the proofes are more 
ur fe ſficient. The Bidhop ſuppiyed them, therefore they were under 
him. For Colleges ſupply Churches, yet have they no juriſd: tion 
over them. Secondly, the canons did provide ze plebi ixvitæ Prevby- 
ter obtruderetur. Thirdly,wecttinguith majority of rule from ſome. 
juriſdiction. We grant the Biſhop had ſuch a juriſdiction as concer- 
ing ihe Church, ſo farre as it was in ſociety with others, ſuch as an 
Auch · biſnop hath over a Province: but this did ſtand with the Re- 
ctors power of juriſdiction within his one Church. Fourthly, though 
they had power by his miniſteriall inter poſition, yet this doth not 
prove them dependant on him, For biſhops have their power from 
others ordaining them, to whom notwithlianding they are not ſub. 
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je& in their Churches: In caſe of delinquency they were ſubjeR to 
the biſhop with the Presbytery, yet ſo that they could not be pro 
ceeded againſt till conſent of many other biſhops did ratifie the 
lemence. Thus in (yprians judgement ; biſhops themſelves delin- 
quent, turning wolves, as Samcſatenus, Liberius, & c. are · ſubje ct to theit 
churches and Presbyteries, to be depoſed and relinquiſhed by them. 
As for thoſe that were part of luis clerks, it is true, they were in grea- 
ter meaſure ſubject to him, abfolutely in a manner for the ir d iiecti- 
on: but for his corrective power he could not without conſent of his 
Presbyters and fellow biſhops, do ar y thing. The biſhop indeed is 
onely named many times: but it is a common Synecdoche, familiar 
to the Fathers, who put the primary member ot the church for the 
repreſentative church, as Auſtine ſaith, Petrum propter Apo 
ſiplititatem figuram Ecclrſie g'ſſiſſe. See concil. Sardicen, cap. 15. 
conc, Carth 4. cap. 2.3: Tol.q cap. 4. Socr. lib. 1. 3. Soz. lib. i. cap 14. As 
for ſuch examples as Alexanders, it is ſtrange that any will bring it, 
hen lie did it not without a Synod of many biſhops, yea without 
his Clergie, ab fitting in juͤ gement with him. cb ·yeſlomes fact is 
not to be juſt ified: for it was altogether irregular, ſavouring of the 
impetuous nature to which he was inclined, though in regard of his 
end, and unworthineſſe of his Presbyters, it may be excuſed, yet it 
is not to be imitated. As for thoſe headlefle Clerkes,it m keth no- 

thing for the B:ſhops majority of rule over all Churches and Preſ- 
byters in them. For firſt, it ſeemeth to be ſpoken of thoſe tha: lived 
under the conduct of the Biſhop, a collegiat life together, Fode | 
reſcflorio & dormitors utcbanlur, & Canonice viucrites ab Epiſcopa in- 
frarbaniur. Now when all ſuch Clerkes did live then as members of 
a Colledge under a maſter, it is no wonder if they be called herd. 
lefle, who did belong ta no Biſhop. Secondly, ſay it were alike of 
all Presbyters, which will never be proved (for all Presby ers in the 
Dioceſſe were not belonging to the Biſhops Cl. rk:s) ſay it were, yet 
will it not follow, hat thoſe who were under ſome, were ſubject to 
his authority of rule. For there is a head in regard of pre ſidency of 
order, as well as of power. Biſhops were to finde out by Canon the 
cluefe biſhop of their Province, and to aſſociate themſelves with 
him, So b:thops doe now live ranged under their Archbihepsas 
heads. Prieſts therefore as well as Cletkes, di! le under ſome ju- 
riſdiction of the biſhops ; but ſuch as did permit them coercive 
owerin theit owne Churches, ſuch as made the bithop 2 head in 
regard of dignity, and got of any power, whereby he might (w y 
ail at his pleaſure. Third!y, if the biſhops degenerate to challenge 
Monarchy or tyranny, it is better to be without ſuch heads then to 
have them: as we are more happy in being witherawen trom the 


heagſhip of the biſhop of Rome, then if he ſtill were head over us. 
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To ihe laſt ir. ſinuation proving chat biſhops had the governe ment of 
thoſe Churches which Presbytcrs had, becauſe neiiheit Presbyters a- 
lone had it, nor with aſſiſtents. I anſwer, they had as well the power 
of goverament,as of _—_ and though they had nor ſuch aſſi- 
Kaacs as are the pres byters of a cathedral church,yer they might have 
ſome, 1s a deacon,or other perſon ſufficient in ſuch ſmall Churches. 
When the Apoſtles i pa a biſhop and Deacon onely, how did 
this biſnop excommanicate ? When the fathergof Africa did give a 
b. ſhop unto thoſe now multiplied, who hid enjoyed bur a Prest y- 
ter, what aſſiſtants did they give him ? what aſſiſtants had the Charge 
piſcopi, who yet had government of their Churches? 
The fifieenth Argument. 

That which the orthodoxe churches ever condemned as herefie, 
the contrary of that is truth. But in Aerius they have condemned the 
deniall of ſuperiority in one Miniſter above others. Ergo, the contta- 
ry is truth. | Anſwer, 

To the propoſition, we deny that it muſt needs be preſent'y true, 
the contray whereof is generally condemned for here ſie. As the re- 
preſentative catholicke Church may propound an error, ſo ſſie m y 
condemne a particular truth, and yet remaine a catholicke church. 
To the aſſumption wee deny that the Church condemned in Aerius 
every denyall of ſuperiority, but that onely which Aeris runne into. 
Naw his opinion I take to haye been this. 1, He did with lerom de- 
ny ſuperiority of any kinde as due by Chriſts ordinance : for this o- 
pinion was never counted hereſie, it was Jerows plaine ly. 2. Hee did 
not deny che fatgthar biſhops were lupericur in their actuall admi- 
ſtrationʒ lie could not be ſo mad, Tt he had all that a biſhop had ac- 
tual'y, ho / could he have affected to be a bifkop, as a further ho- 
nom ? Deniall of ſuperiority, ſuch as conſiſteth in a further power of 
order then a Pic: byter hith, and in a kingly monarchie ill majority 
ct tule, this denyall is not here condemned : for all che fathers may 
be trought as witneſſes ag unſt this ſuperiorty of the Church. Whar 
then was condemned in him ? A deimuall of all ſuperioriiy in one mi- 
niſter be fote another, though it were but of honor and dignity: and 
lecondly, the dei ying cf this in ſchiſmaticall manner, ſo as to for- 
ke communion with the Church wherein it is. For in theſe words, 
ure F e yarrew emrronel Ts rei Buren, it ſcemeth 
un ſhwld bee read wy ay, that there ought to be none, How- 
lot vet hee is to bee concerved as appoling practic illy the difference 
vi honour & dignity which was in the Church by Eccleſiaſticall in- 
itut ; on. What is this to us? Deniall of ſuperiotity in regard ef ho- 
nor & dignty, joyned with ſchiſme, was condemned: Ergo, deniall 
ot fuperiotity in power of order and kingly majority of rule, kee. 
ping the bond of love was condemned. 

The 


The aſſumption therefore if it aſſume not of this laſt deniall, then 
ann it not conclude againſt us. Ergo, it is a truth that ſome Miniſters 
may be above oiherſome, in order, honor, and dignity. Bur lu y un- 
detſtand not by order ſuch an order onely as is diſtinct, becauſe 
ſome degree of dignity is appropriate to it, which is not to other. 
Though this argument therefore touch us not, vet to ſpeake a little 
further about it, this opinion of Aeris is not to be handled top ſe- 
verely: neither our authors, D. Fhitaherus , D. Reynold:, Dan cis, 
to be blamed, who doe in ſome ſort excuſe him. For biſhops were 
growne ſuch that many good perſons were oſtende at them, as the 
Audiazi, Yca, it was ſo ordinaty, that ferom diſtinguiſnieth 
ſchiſme from hereſie, becauſe the one conteined aſſertions agaitilt 
the faith, the other ſerved from the Church by reaſon of du- 
ſent ing from Biſhops. See him on Tit. 3. 10. Neither is it plain thac 
he was an Arrian. Epiphanius reporteth it, but no other, though 
writing of this ſubject and ſtory of theſe times. Sure it is, Euſta- 
thius was a ftrong Arian, whom Aerius did oppoſe. Neicher is i: 
ſtrange to biſhops to faſten on thoſe which diflene ſiom them in 
this point of their freehold, ar y thing whereot there is but ungroun- 
ded ſuſpicion. Are not we tragyced as Donatiſts, Anabaptifls, Pu- 
ritanes? As for this opinion.th"ychought it rather {chiſmancall,then 
hereticall: & therforc hoppily alle it here ſie, becauſe it included er- 
rour in their underſtanding, which wuth ſchiſmaticall pertinacy was 
made here ſic. Neither is it like that Epiphanius doth otherwiſe 
count it hereſie, nor Auſſin following him. For thou. h Auſline was 
aged, yet he was ſo humble, that hee auh, Auguſlinus ſentx a purro 
nondum anniculo parat us ſur efoceri. Neither was it prejudice to lis 
worth for to follow men more ancient then himſelte, who in like- 
Tihood ſhould know this matter elſo better. As for his callir et 
hereſie, it is certainc he would not have this in rigour ſtie ned. Fr 
he doth proteſt (in his preface ugto that booke of hereſie) that 
none to his thought, can in aregular definition comprehend whit 
that is which maketh this or that to be hereſic, Though ih reture 
he doubred not of this, ihrr Avius was in errcur, fuch as C:iho- 
lickes ſhould decline: yet it doth not argue that hee thought this 
errour in rigour and ſormer propriety, to have been herelie, I hus 
much for this laſt Argument. | 
On the contra ſide J propound theſe Arguments following to 
be ſeriot ſ]y conſidered. 

| Argument, 1. 

Thoſe whom the Apoſtles placed as citiefe, in their firſt conſti- 
euting of Churches, and left as their (ucceſlours in their felt farc- 
wels which they gave tothe Churches, they had none .periour to 
them in the Churches. But they firit placed Pres yes, feeding 
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with the Word and governing : and to thoſe in their laſt departings 
they commended the Churches, Ergo. The aſſumption is denied: 
they did not place them, as the chiefe ordinary Paſtors in thoſe 
churches, but placed them to teach and governe, in fors interne: 
with a reference of ſubordination to a more eminent Paſtor, which 
when now they were growentoa juſt multitnde ſhould be given 
to them. The Apoſtles had all power of order and juriſdiction: 
they give to Presbyters power of order, power to teach, miniſter ſa- 
crameats, and ſo gatlier together a great number of thoſe who were 
yet to be converted j but kept the coercive power in their owne 
hands, meaning, when now by the Presbyters labour, the churches 
were growne to a greater multitude, meaning (I ſay) then to ſec 
over hem (ome more eminent Paſtors, Apoſtolicall men, to whom 
they. would conimie the power of government, that ſo they mighc 
rule over both the Presbytert and their Churches; and to theſe with 
their ſucceſlours, not tothe Presbyters, were the churches recom- 
mended. All which is an audacious fiction, without any warrant 
of Scripture, os ſhe of goed reaſon. For it is confeſſed that Pre(- 
byters were placed at the firſt conſtitution, as the Paſtors and tea- 
chers of the Churches. Now if thg Apoſiles had done this with 
reference to a fuither and more eminent Paſtor and Governour,they 
would have intimated ſomewhere this their intention: but this they 
doe not; yea, the contrary purpoſe is by them declared. For Petey 
ſo biddeth his Presbyters feed their flocks, as that he doth inſinuate 


them ſubje ct to no other but Chriſt, the Arch ſhepheard of them 


all. Againe, the Apoſtles could not make the Presbyters Paſtors 
without power of government. There may be governours without 
paſtorall power z but not a Paſtor without power of governing. For 
the power of the Pedum,or ſhepheards alle, doth intrinſecally fol- 
low the Paſtorall office. What likelihood is there, that thoſe who 
were ſet as parents to beget children, ſhould ner be truſted with 
power of the rod wherewith children now begotten are to be nur- 
ered and kept.i 12we beſteming them? If it be ſaid, every one fit 
for the office of a Teacher, was nce (it for a Governour: I anſwer, 
he that is fit to be a Paſtor teaching and gov: raing in foro interno is 
much more fit to be a Governour externaliy: he who is fit for the 
greater, is fit for the leſſer. It was a greater and more Apoſtolicall 
worke to labour converſion, and bring the churches a hanefull 
in tl e planti g (as ſome thinke) to become numberſome in people, 
then it is to goverre them being converted. And it is abſurd to thinke 
that thoſe who were fit to gather a church, and bring it to fulneſſe 
from ſmall beginnings, ſhould not be fit to governe it, but ſtand in 


need to have ſcm: one ſent, who n icht rule them and the chur- 


ches they had collected. Second'y, theſe Presbytets were (as them- 
| ſelves 
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{elves ronfeſſe) qualified with the extraordinary gifts cf rhe ho- 
ly-Ghoſt, and choſen by ſpeciall deſignation: ſo that to impure in- 
ſueiency unto them, is harſh, and injurious to God, as well as te 
man. Finally, by the twenty of the Acts, and the firſt Epiſtle of Peter, 
cha · . it is plaine, they doe in their laſt fare wels, commit the Chur- 
ches unto the Presbyters, not ſuggeſting any thing of a further Pa- 
Nor to be ſent, who would ſupply their roomes; which yet they would 
not have forgotten, being a thing of ſo great conſolation, had it been 
intended by them. 
Argument 2. | 
Thoſe who have the name and office of Biſnopscommon to them, 

they have no ſuperiour Paſtors over them: but the Presbyters Pa- 
ſtorall have that name and office attribute to them. For firſt they 
are ſaid to governe in generall. Secondly, there is nothing found be- 
longing to the power of the keyes in foro externe, but the Scripture 
doth aſcribe it to them, power of ſuffrage in councell. Ad I 5. pow - 
er of ex communication, which is manifeſt to have beene in the 
churches of Corinth when it had no biſnop; power of ordination, 
1 Tim, 4. If any (iy, that this their power was but by commiſſion 
in them, and that they were ſubordinate to the Apoſtles in exercife 
of it, being to reteine it onely untill ſuch time as more eminent Pa- 
ſtors ſhould be given: I anſwer, all this is ſpoken gyath, without 
any foundation, and therefore ao more eaſily vouched then rejected. 
The Pres byters ſo had this power, that they did commit it to the 
biſhops, as we ſhall ſhew after: and therefore it muſt have beene in 
them, not by extraordinary commiſſion, but by ordinary office. St- 
condly, they were ſubject in exerciſe to none but Chriſt and the ho- 
ly Ghoſt, who onely had out of authority truſted them with it. If 
the Apoſtles and they did concurre in doing one and the ſame thing, 
they did it as inferiour to the Apoſtles, and ſervants of a lowet or- 
der, not with any ſubjection to them, as heads of derivation, ſer- 
ving Chriſt their one ly Lord, no leſſe immediately then the Apo- 
ſiles themſelves; 


Argument 3. 
That which is found in all other orders of Miniſters inſtituted by 
Chriſt, may be preſumed like wiſe in the order of Paſtors and Do- 
locker orders, there were none that had fingulari- 
ty of preheminence and majority of power above other : No A- 
poſtle, Prophet, Evangeliſt had this rule one over another. If 
the propoſition be denied, upon ſuppoſall of a diftcrent rea- 
ſon, becauſe that though parity in a few extraordinary Mi- 
niſters might be admitted without diſorder, yet in a multi- 
tude of ordinary Miniſters, it could not but breed ſchiſme and 
contulion,and therefore as the order of Pricſihood was divided _ 
| a high. 
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a bigh Prieſt, and other ſecondary ones, ſo is it fit that the Pres by- 
ters of the new Teſtament ſhould be devided, ſome being in the 
firſt, and ſome inthe ſecond ranke, To this I anſwer, the parity 
is che more dangerous, by how much the places are ſupereminent. 
Secondly, though Paſtors ſhould be equall, yet this would not bring 
parity into the Miniſters of the Church, ſome whereof ſhould bee 
in degree inferiour to other, the governing Blders to the Paſtors, 
and the Deacons to them. Thirdly, if every Church being an Ec- 
cleſiaſticall body, ſhould have governours every way equall, there 
were no feare of confuſion, ſeeing Ariſtocracy , eſpecially where 
God ordaineth it, is a forme of gouernment ſufficterr to preſerve 
order. Bar every Church might then doe what ever it would with 
in it ſelfe. Not ſo neither; for it is ſubject to the cenſure of other 
Churches ſynedically aſſembled, and to the civill Magiſtrare, who 
incaſe of delinquency, hath directive and corrective power over it. 
Parity duth not ſo much indanger the Church by ſchiſme, as impa- 
rity doth by tyranny ſubje& it. As for the diſtinRion of Prieſts, wee 
grant it; but as man could not have made that diſtiction, had not 
God ordained it in time of the old Teſtament, no more can we un- 
der the new. Howbeit, that diſtinction of Pricſts did bring in no 
ſuch difference in order and majority of rule, as our Biſhops now 
challenge. n : | 
| ume nt 4. 

' Iffome be infcriour unto otherſome in degree of power, it muſt 
be in regard of their power to teach, or their power to govern, or in 
the application of this power to their perſons, or in regard of the 
pecple whom they teach and governe , or finally in regard the ex- 
erciſe of their power is at the direction of another. But uo-Paſtor 
or Teacher dependeth on an other but Chriſt for any of theſe, 
Ergo. The propoſition ſtandeih on a ſufficient enumeration : the 
aſſumption may be proved in the ſeverall parts of it. The former 
dranch is thus cleared. Firſt, the power we have, is the ſame eſſen- 
tially with theirs ; yea, cycry way the ſame, Secondly, wee have 
it as imediately from Chriſt as they. I ſne them both thus: The 
pe wer of order is the power which inableth us to preach and deli- 
ver the whole counſell ef God, and to miniſter all Sacraments 
ſealing Gods covenant, Now unlefle we will with the Papiſts, ſay 
that preaching is no neceſſuy anne to the Presbycers office, or 
that his power is arudimentall limited power, as to open the creed, 
Lords praier, and commandements onely, or that hath notthe #® 
full power ſacra nentall , there being other ſaera · mis of ordina - 
tion and confirmation which wee may not mini , all which are | 
grobe, wee muſtyceld their power of order to be the ſame, Yea, 
were thcle ſactaments properly, they are both grounded in the 


power 
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power 2 Presbyter hath t Ordination in dos thi in remembrance , 
we: 8 in power to baptize. The power being bo 3 
iris Happily in one immediately, and in che other by derivation 
from him. Nothing leſſe. All grant that Chriſt doth immediately 
tire it, even 35 the entre race of every Sacrament commeih prin- 
cipally from him. The Church, did ſhe give this power, might 
make che args) 4 eaching which one doth in order, no la- 
erament, no preaching, The Pope doth not (if we follow the com- 


£ 7 
, 


mon recent) challenge ſo much as to give the power of order to au 
biſhop ot prieſt Whatever. If you ſay, the Presbyter is ordained 

| the biſhop by other biſh» 
from whom notwithſtanding he receiveth not this power, We 251 
cake this as granted of all: though the truth is, all doe nat Main- 
eaine it from right grounds. But it will be (aid the Preghyrer is in- 


poſeth th 
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to be derived to other: which maketh him à head of yictuall in- 
nuence, that in his Church, which the Pope doch challenge in ce 

of all Biſho For his beadſbip and ſpiritual] ſavergigney 2 . 
according 1 that the 28700 fe f 1 do fon 
exter70, i committed to him. Not to mention, how bi whit 
they were biſhops, gloried of their chaire and teaching, as the flow - 
er of their garland, preferring it farre before government, but when 
they were fallen from their ſpirituall felicity, and infected with ſe» 
cular ſmoke, then they recommended the labour of teaching to the 
Prexbyters, then their juriſdiction and confiltory did carry all che 
eredite, every office in the Church being cquneed a digaity, as it 
had more or lefle juriſdiction annexed; as thoſe are more or leſle 
henourable in the Common-weelth , which have civill authority 
in leſſe or greater meaſure conjoyned. The truth is, it cannot be 


wins d that God ever made Paſtor without this jurildiction; for 


der it do agree to men as they are Paſtors,or as they are Prelacs 


i —— 5 it cannot be 24 but that the Pafter ſhnuld have 
e, becadfe dre thonph every [T4 al oF PEO At, be nota Paſtor, yet eve- 
ry Paſtor is Fr aan, in order to that Church where he is the proper 


L and 
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and ordinary Paſlor,, Vea, when cenſure is the moſt harp ſpirituall 


medici it were ill with erery Church, if he who is refident alwayes 
a hem as their ſpirijuall Pho, hov I not have power in 
adrainifiting it. Thirdly, I fay,no W lach majority of power 


it power W order or juriſdiction to this or that perſon, 

In * cation . is a miniſtery 2 25 the Church interpoſed : 
+; Wo onely why 
SI abr is choſen to 


— * evi 
wry 


25 5 
takerh Fry win wh om Fr? 
fefily deſcribe; or where the NE he fo 175 1 2 injoyne, 
— otherwiſe bring ani Call ee into the Church. For 


though Kin pc in er but 
2 : 0 placey of Selene 17740 their Fin ugdome, 
theo les ſure £89: We te chis or ark man to 
55 ingly jurild1Qion in hem. Brie fiy, 
Former Eccleſialticall unto the perſen : 
— 2. 0 2 by Nee as in the 5 ollles, and chen he doth ic 
nun imm. ſux eee 8 W the miniſtery of 
rdinarily, 2s when Auen e I ee dire 
e eo: Joe d Gall one to this ar. that 
Or elſe ordinarily, when. 62435 e Wo 
and spe aide when to take 2 5 to this or that face in his Church, 
which he doth partly by his written ſtatutes, and barily by his Spiri: 
and thus he doth make the application onely 3 anne! «tone Util 
not /oppopbti. 
f 44. Zut yer Biſho 1 the Churches, and the care © of them 
wholly 1 td DAL z though therefore Miniſters haye equall 
power to them, yet they apt ite their leave have any place 
within their Churches, and therefore are inferiqut ib as 3 as the 
people with whom they exereiſe the it power of order and juriſdicti- 
on, are aſſigned to ihem by the B: ſhop the 18 Paſtor of Hem 
This is anerror likewiſe; * God doth make no Minifler to. 
he doth nor «ea 2 flolke which he m:yatend. G call 115 
niſters, not to 4 of hongm, which con. yalt a 5 with 
power co miniſterial a 100 if any give them perl a —.— Wines 
& Ea £ 
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the Biſhops through the Dioceſe, Miniſters then are under fene 
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they may exerciſe their power received, as the Emperours did make 
* Chartularios Indices, who had a power co judge caules if any would 


lubject himſelfe to itbem. Or as the Count Palatine hach ordinary 
Judges, who are habits tantum judices, having none under them, 
amongſt whom they may ezereile juriſdiction. Or as the Univerſity 
giveth the degree of 2 DoGor in- Phyſicke, wizhout any patients 
among whom he may praQiſe, But Gods Miniſtery is the calling 
of a man to an actuall adminiſtration, Gee tab: and the power of 
order is nothing by the way, but a relative reſyed, founded in this, 
that I am called to ſuch an actuall adminiſtration. Now there can- 
not be an act commanded, without the ſubject about which it is oc- 
cupied: other wiſe, God ſheuld give them a faculiy of feeding, and 
leave them depending on others for ſneep to feedi 5od ſhould make 
them but remote potentlall Miniſters, and the Biſhop actuall. 
Thirdly, the Holy Ghoſt is (aid to have (ct the Presbyters over theig 
flocke. A man taking a ſteward, or other ſervant into his houſe, 
doth give him a power of doing ſomething to bis family and ne- 
ver; thinketh of taking {crvanty, further then the neoetlity of his 
houſhold doth require: ſo is it with God in his Church which is his 
houſe i fore the exegency of his people ſa require, he doth not call 
any tothe function of Miniſtery. Againe, this is enough to ground 
the authority which Antichriſt aſſuneth: For ſome make his ſove- 
raignty co and onely in this, not that he giveth order or power of 
juriſdiction, but that he giveth to all Paltorsand Biſhops the moity 
of ſheepe, on whom thus their power is exerciſed, Ohriſt having 
giren him the care of all his ſheepe, fe 2 ſo Vaſqvex, Thus 
if a Biſhop challenge all che ſheepe in a Dioceſan flocke to be his, 
and that he hath power to affigne the ſeverall flockes under him, he 
doth uſurpe an Antichriſtian authority. Finally, if the Churches be 


in their Churches, but as a Corate is, whom a Parſon giveth leave 
to helpe within his Church, Yea, they ſhould looſe their right in 
their Churches, when the Biſhop dieth, as a Curace doth when the 
Parſon of this or that Church, whom he aſliſted, is once departed. 
To conclude, they are not dependant (one Miniſter 1 meane on 
another ) in the exerciſe and uſe of their calling. A ſervant that 
hath any place, doth know from his Maſter what belongeth to it. 
The Priefis and Levites had ſet downe what belonged ro their 
places, as well as the high Prieſt what belonged to his. Againe, 
God hath deſcribed the Presbyters office, as amply as any other. A 
Legate dependeth on none for inſtructions, but on him that ſendeth 
him; now every Miniſter is an Embaſſadeur of Chriſt. By their 
reaſon a Miniſler ſhould be accountant to man for what he did in 


his Miniſtecy, if his e on man. Then alſo 
| * 


ſhould 
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ſhould miniſters lads RCA as much 28 they have 
done this or ih t, to which the biſhop did — Moreover, 
had the biſhop bid him not preach ar rarely, teach onely 
foch und fach oc hr mms md live from his charge, hie ſhould not 
fian it But man cannot limit that power of miniſte- 
eee w not with Gods ſervanti in his Church, 
W ch civill ſervancs in the Common · wealth: for here ſome ſer- 
7 er eter neygrarrehn will ſach as are 


pon pen cry are under to do this or 


ly called parks vicerij: but in = 
_ free hes Maſter Chriſt, 'neirher having any 
hey tan command; aer being under any bor Chriſt fo 25 co be 
commended by them. Bur ie-may be-objeRed, 'thar God Hith or- 
dauined ſeme to be helyes and fliftancy ro ocherſome. It is laid chat 
Gol hath ordurned powers, helps, L OCor. 1 2. . and were 
not che Beangelifts » ſfiſtznes to the Apoſt that to which 
they dire ced them # 1 * 
ki Chutttpreſpec᷑t the and ſuch as miniſtrell 
tothe dure ont and 
Apoſtles, bur ie was im order to he of God in 
they were to ſerve, not in order to their 1 
231 fabjcQed to them. in any ſervile inferioriry. Ob 
ferve how —— — im withis coinpa- 
nion Tra 3 _ 
rex, 


u N 1 Ti. Wor 
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— an mortar,fome beare 

nor ek „ forme M on che Boule hd therk clay ther 2 
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them. 'Theſe are alt fellow ſer vam, yet the one doc ſerre 
to ſet forward che worke of the other, But not left to the 
dire on of ch- wholly in exercife of their calling? I an- 
ſrer,zs Chtiſt 99 9ĩ—— be Bvangelrfty, fo he made them know 
Fromhimlſclfe hat bel { re theroffice;and what was the admi- 
niftrationto which he called chem. He did not therefore whilly 
leave chem to the lireRionef any. There is a double direRivn,one 

gerefbative, which is made from majority of rule vx 4vJ6Tus, 
the other ſocirlis, ſuch 23 one ſeromt, having fit knowtedge of 
his maſters will, and ripe experience, may give to anocher. The 
larer inde of direction it was, not the former, by which the Eyan- 
S Which though commonly pa uſt, yer not 
qaiverſally bar n they weny ſometime ef their en de 
ex 
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er and thicher, 28 moy be gathwed, 2 Cor. 8. 16, 17. and 2. 7. 


1510. 

f | The fit Argument. 

That which the Apoſtles had not over Prophets, Evangeliſts, 
, nor Deacons themſelves that power wh ch the Church 

hath not over any member, the b. ſhap hath not over other mi- 

niſters. But they had not over any inferior officers any majority of 

e neither hath the Church it ſelfe any 


— capa Ertzo. The aſſumption is provgd : for majority of 
' direQive and corte ctivt power 18 a Lord-Lke and Regall power: 
no there is ao fuch power in ihe Church, or in the Apoſtles, or in 
at but one ly in that,one Lord i all other power being but a decla- 
rative and executive miniftery to ſignific and execure what Chriſt 
ont of majority of power would bave ſignified and put in exe- 


6 Tie frtb dt t. 
. * Thi which doth breed an Ante ufurpation, never was 
4 Chrise inflitugon. biſhops. majority of power in regard 
order 8 doth ſoe: Ergo. That which e he 
biſhop ahead as dothanfyere derive the power pf externall governe 
mem to ocher his affiſtauts that goth breed an Antichrifliàn vſur- 
ion. Zut roclaime the whole power of juriſdiction through a 
foceſin Church, doth ſo: for he muſt needs ſubſtieme helpers to 
ttm, becauſe it is more then by himſelfe he can performe, But this 
is it which maketh Autichtriſt, he doth take upon him to be head 
of the whole Church, from whom is derived this power of externall 
ernment : and the biſhop doth no leſſe in his Dioceſan Church, 
that which he uſurpeth differiag,in degree onely and extenfian, not 
n kind from that which the Pope arrogateth, If it be ſaid that his 
power is Antichriſti an, becaule it is · umverſall: it is not ſo. For 
wers the power iawfall, the univerſality could not make it Anti- 


duiſtian. The N an univerſality of authority, yet no 
Antichriſis, becanſe it did not make them heads, deriving to others 


from their fulnefſo : it was not prince- like majority of power, but 
firward like and miniſterial onely. If ene doe uſurpe a kingly pow- 
er in Kent onely, he were an Anti king to our So veraigne. no lefle 
far kind,chen if he proclaimed bimſelſe King of England, S. odland, 
and Tnel and. There is but one Lord, and many miniſtrations. Nei- 
cher doth this make the Popes power papall, becauſe it is not under 
a Syaod: for the beſt of the Papiſts hol and it is the moſt common 
tenent, that he is ſubjeR ts an Oecumenicall Councell. Secondly, 
though he be ſubject, ms that doth not hinder but he may uſurpe a 

government : fora King may hwe a kingly power, and yet 


aieflc himſelfe accountable to all his people collectively conſide- 
& 3 
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red: neither doth this make the Biſhopy lawfull in one Church, 
becauſe one ma moneys lan the Popds unlawfull, becauſe none 
is ſufficient to [way ſuck a power through the whole Church: for 
men all ;he power che Pope doth challenge, is not per /e, but per 
denn, unlawfull, by reaſon of mans ucſuffigiency, whe cannot 
JJ tt cbong yo 15 
 _ The ſeventh Argument. on 
Thoſe Miniſters who are made by one patent in the ſame words, 
have cquall aucherity : but all Miniſters of the Word are made by 
the ſame patent, in the Came words, Ractive the bo Gboſt, whoſe fins 
xe forgive, t. ßen The eee denied: becauſe the ſenſe 
the words is to be underſtood according as the perſons fire leave 
to whom they are ſpoken,, Theſe words ſpuken to Apeltles, they 
ave them larger power then to a Biſhep : and ſo ſpoken te a Preſ- 
ycer they give him leſſe power then to a Biſhop, 4nſw: If the Scrip- 
iure had diſtinguiſhed of Presbytets Paſtoral feeding with the Werd, 
and made therg divers degrees, as it hath made Apoſtles and Eyan- 
gelifts, then wi; would grant the exccpaien : but the Scripture. 
not kae w this diviſen of Paſtors and DoRars into chief and aſſi- 
Acne: but ſpeaketh of them 83 of Apoſtles and Evyangelifts, who 
were among chemſelves equall in degree. Wherefore as no Apoſtle 
received by theſe words greater power then another: ſono Paſter 
or Teacher, hut muſſ receiye the ſine power, as whoare amoog 
th mſelves of the ſame degree r ly, were they diffefent degrees, 
yer it moplg give the Pregbyter for kind, though not of ſo ample ex- 
tent 38 the B ſhop ha: bh, as it 2 the Biſhop the lame power for 
kinde, which the Apoſiles had, though not ſo uniyerſall, but con- 
tracted to particular Churches. | 5 
Now to tome unto ſome concluſions or aſſertions which may 
lend ligt unte the deciding of thisqueſtion,, © 
' Concl}, 1. Let this be the brit, No Miniſter of the Word hath 
any power but minifteciall in the Church. Power is naturall or mo- 
tall Marall is Civil} or Eccleſiaſticall. Sivill is either Lord - like 
and ruling, or miniſterial] and fervite, So Ecclehiafticall,taken large- 
ly for all power ſubje ctively in, or objectively about the Church, is 
eicher Let. like and Regall, ſuck as is in Chriſt, or it is miniſteriall 
and ſerrile, ſuch as is in the Church and the principall members of 
it, The power therefore of the Apoſtles themſelvesand Evangelifts, 
is called N-azoria, AR.20.1Tim.4.yea ſuch a ſervice, as doth make 
the miniſters having it, ſo ſervants, that they are no way Lords. - 
n minfte , ent Lord : we preath Cbrift, our ſelves your (vents for le- 
fue ſohe. S. paul m aketh his power ſte w ard · like, not regall. Now as 
that is regall power which doth any thing from the authority one 
* hath in hiinſelfe, of from oregpleaſure: ſo chat is minifteriall power 
| | 22 hi 
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vhich doth nothing but eying the will and power of h'm that is 
rigcipall ; power which B2mifierh or execute th this ot that 1x mo- 
+: Cm. I his miniſteriall power is no ſupernaturall vertue or 
alicy inherent in the ſoule: but a relative reſpect founded on this, 

ge L am called by God to this or that actuall adminiſtt ation in his 
Church. For it is not a power ſimply, v hereby a man is made able ta 
doe ſome ſupetaatiral act, which he could not before in any manner 
petfetme but it is reſpectiyely ſaid a pd wer, in as much 25 it doth in- 
able him ro doe thoſe acts in the Church of God lawfully, and ex 
. which before he might not'intermeddle, The power of a 
eacon, Paſtor, Evangeliſt, Apoſtle, belong to one predicament in 
regard of that which is. che genus or common nature of them : the 
wer of che Church cannot be other. Naturall and civill power 
ih with vertue aud efficacy reach thoſe effts and ends to which 
they are deſigned becauſe they are proportioned to them, and ex- 
ceed not theix activity: but Eccleſiaſticall power cannot thus concur 
to the end and eſtects for which it is ordained « becauſe they arc 
ſuch as the omuipotenty of God onely cau produce, asthe converting 
or creating grace in the heart of a ſinner, to which no ſupernaturall 
rertus in man can by any reall, though inſtrumentary efficacy, con- 
Ss Rent. x. God hath not given miniſteriall power to any, which 
himſelfe, is not perſonally to diſcharge, nor in further plenitude 
then that by himſelfe id may be performed, The reaſon is, becauſe 
God cannot give one the charge of doing more then a mans proper 
induſtry can atchieve, but he muſt withall put it in a mans power 
to tale othete, and to impart with them power of texching and go- 
verning, ſo farre as may ſupply that defect which is in his ſtrength 
to pexforme it alone. He that will have the end, will have that 
without which the end cannot be attained, If God would have 


* 


leaving it to the bi 
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immediately and formally (rreancs to the biſhop, and doe every 
thing in che name of ihe b. ng immediately onely and in a 


remote ſenſe the ſervants of God: as in che former compariſon of 
ne ſecvam receiving from his maſler the cave of all the flaches he is 
* 18 ſetvant to whom the maſter commirreth the cruſt; from 
hom he onely lonketk to (ee it performed : bur thoſe whom this 
ſhepheard taketh to himſelts for his aid, they come under his domi- 
nion, aud are ſervants to him. If ic be ſaid, that God doth not thus 
mo ke the biſhop Paſtor, bus that he wil likewiſe chat there de pariſh 
Paſtors under him, and helps of gevernmem. To this l anſwer, If 
God will haye them, iben either afrex his owne ũgnement, or eſſe 


biſhops arbitrement: if he leave it to ide biſſ 
athitrement, then che objection hefere is in force, God will 1 
far che eure from him he hal take to his 
ſuch az may helpe him. I God will have dem after his owne | 
ment,then he giveth the biſhopno mere Paſtorall power then he can 


diſcharge hi ethers having their right in all rhe biſhop cannor 
. the biſhop, and as 1 as — Sores 
_— as if the A had the plenicude 

at 


thr 
_ But they miſconceive the matter z they had onely's powe 
. 
wer of Ev: ifts, or of | | 
teachers, they nw bc For as Chriſt gare the done orger, ſo the 
two other alſo, forthe ring of the E. ts, end cdifying of 
the body of Chriſt : and no in any ranke had anypower to 
do this or that in the Church further tiven fhirw(el fe might 'performe 
in perſon, The ſte ward in a houſe h full power of a ſteward;buc 
not the power of all other officers, as Clack ofthe kitchin, Batler, 
Chambeclaiae, & c. So in iheſe divers orders of fervancs'in Gods 
exe) de If che Apoſtles hid had the ſulneſſe of Paſtorall 
c 
not 
but alſo 


ſhould then have ordained ochert & vangeliſſo, and Paſtors 
by minifteriall mediation of their pe: ing them, 
EEE anno 
4. minifteriall power may be in of 

above another. For the power of one may be about more — 
then the power of anather, or in the fame kinde, the pogyer of one 
may be more extended, and the power of another more comraRed, 
Thus the Deacons hid for the obje& df cheir power aad eare, nov 
ſo entallent a thing as that of P 5 —— and Apoſtles. 
Thus the power of erdinary Paſtors was not to univerfall as the. A- 
poltles, even as in the axters of ſervants domedicall, ſome are im- 
plied about leſſer, ſome abont greater and more honorable fabjeRe. 

Cond. 


wy = 


at . No'order of Miniſters or ſervants can have majority oſ 
ae and correRive power over thoſe who are in inferior order 
eſMitiBgy and ſervice. The reaſon is, becauſe thisexceedeth the 
ofnudiſteriall} payer,and is a participation of that deſpori- 
Ipower which is appropriate to the maſter of the family, * 
Contel. 6. Servants in one degree may have power to ſignifie their 
maſters direction, and to execute miniſterially what their maſter 


oat of his cort correctire power iuflicteih. an their fellow. ſervants in o- 
war ©. Thus hut] Cal 0 Vill gp governing Presby- 
0 . 
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ts tel en nh vid hel oh Taler faces 
us the Apoliles might jnforme all orders, under them. 

- combo, This bd with iel ending to exectre i pleaſure 
of Chriſis corrective pow e wias-commirred to ſome, in extraordina- 
ry degrees, perſonally and fingularly,agd might be ſo in ſume cafes 
exerciſed by them. I meanefingularity wirhout concurrence of aay 
others. This Without Jopbt: ye in the Apoſtles and Evangeliſts : 
and it was needfull it ſhould be ſo : firſt, becauſe it might be be- 
hovefull there to excommunicate whereas yet Churches were not 
riſtn to their perfect frame: ſecondly, berauſe there might be (ome 
perſons not ſetled as fixed dwellers in any Church, whom yet td be 
dafl forth was very behoyefull. Againe, ſome Rvangeliſts might in- 
curre cenſure, as Dom, in ſuch {ots as n ordinary Churches power 
could reach to them. 1775 


11 


2 to any one ſingu- 
latly by himſelfe to the ſatne, bit with the company of others 
conſtitutiag a repreſentative Church yhich is the point next to bee 
ſkewed, Nea where Churches vrłde conſtituted, the Apoſtles did not 
offer te exerciſe their power, without the minſſetiall concurrence 
of the Churches, 25 in the tory of the Corinthians is manifeſt, 
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ion is fo coincident with the former, chat 
been diſeuſſed . ot for ſome new 
be ſupere added, we will briefly 


0 | Firſt, it s argued for the affinmatvs þ'. ©» 
a Fire whichons ted ta the Church, is commire 
to the principal-niember of the Churcl Rut enereiſe of juriſdiction 
| was committed xo the Church; Mat. fl. vy.Brgo. Eichen to the whole 
| Church ,' or-to'a Church in the ; , or to ſome one eminent 
ip membet in the Church But it wa not emitted to be exerciſed 
3 by the whole Chufchy/-o8to-any Chuck in the Church. ''Brgo, to 
one who is in effe ct as the church, having all the authority of it. Se- 
condly, if one perſon may be re ſentatively a Church, when juriſdi- 
Qion i: promiſedʒihen one perſon may be repreſentatively a Church 
when juriſdiction and power of exerc flag is committed. But one 
ſingular perſon, peter Gignified the Church, when the premiſe of ju- 
riſdiction is made. Ergo. Cypriesto Jubaia ſaith, that the biſhop is in 
the Church;, and the Church ſo in the biſhop, that theycannot be 
d. Finally, as the kingdome of England may be put for the 

ing in whom is all the power of the Kingdome : So the Church 
for + chieſe governour in whom is the power of it. 
The ſtcond Ar gamen. 1 
| Ti which the Churches had not given them when they were 
5 conſtituted, thatwas not promiſed to them as their mmediat right. 
3 | But they had not coercive power given them when they were con- 
4 Auuced, Ergo, Chriſt did not gommit it to the Churches 13 
g | byters 
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n. For then the Apaſtles would not hate withhold ft from 

theſe. Pur they did. Tor the Apotiles kept it with themſelves, As 
zn the inceſtnous Corinthian is manifeſt, w 

' - nee was faine to exrommunicate. And the Pheſfalonians n bid 
ta ate the inordinare, and ſign-fie thety,as not having power with+ 
zn themſelves to cenſure them. And ſo Paal alone cxcombunicae 


s *® 


n . He. 3 
„ That which Paal tommiited to ſome prime men in Churches, aad 
their ſuccaſſours, that was not coniminted to Preshytetiet but fingu- 
lar perſons. ut. in power of ordiaation and jquriſdiction, he did ſo. 
For to Timecby ia Bpheſas, and to Tim in Exete, he commended the 


power and exerciſe of it. E ee | 
That order which was moſt fic fer exerciſing power of juriſdicti- 


that Chriſt did ordaine.. But the order of one'chiefe governou 
in Auer for execution, then the order of a united multitude, Ergo. 
12 The ffib arg.. | 
It all authority and power of <xerciſe be in the Church original- 
ly, then the Paſtors derive theit · power from the Church. But xhie 
is not true. Ergo, it was not eommitted to the Church. That au- 
chotity which the Church aever had, ſhee cannot convey. But the 
Paſtorall authority of word and Sacraments never was in the 
Church eſſenti ally taken. Argo, it cannot be derived from her, A- 
giine Paſtours ſhould diſcharge their office in the name of the 
Church, did they receive iheir power from the Church. eee 
1 The fixth argument. 
If cke power of juriſdiction and execution be commirted from 
Chriſt to the Church, then hath the Church ſupreame power, Then 
may a particular Church depoſe her biſhop , the ſheepe cenſure the 
ſhepheard, children their fachers, wh. ch is abſurd, 

| On the other ſide it ts argued, | 

Argen. 1. That which Chriſt doth preſuppoſe as being in many 
and to be exerciſed by many, that never w is committed by Chriff 
to one, and the execution of ai y one, But Mat. 18. Chr iſt duth 
manifeſtly ſupp-/ſe the power of ſuriſdiction to be in mary, and that 
erercitar ui, ſo as by them being many, it. is to be exerciſed, Ergo, 
New this is plaine in the place. Where firſt marke, hat Chriſt doth 
preſuppoſe che authoriry cf eyery parcicul ir Church t ken in diſ- 


tinQly, For it is fuch a'Church as any broth: offended may pre- 
ſenily complaine to. Th refore no univerſill, or prov:nciall, or 
DioceſanChurch g thered in a C -uncell. Secondly , it is not any 
particular Ch ich chat he doch ſend ill Chriſti ns to,; for h * all 
Chriſi. ans in che world hould — to one particular Church, were 
: * 1 
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ic voffible; ie th therefore preſuppoſe indiſtinRly the very pa- 
denies Church where 3 and offende d are mem - 
bers. And if they be not both of one diurch, the plaintife muſt make 
his denunt tation to the Church where the defendant is, quia forum 
ſequiter rerum. Thirdly, as Chriſt doth ſpeake it of any ordinary par- 
ticular Church indiſtinctly, ſo be doth by the name of Church nor 
underſtand eflentially all the congregation. For then Chriſt ſhould 
give not ſome, but all the members of the Church to be governors 
of it. Fourthly, Chriſt.ſpeaketh it of fuch a Church to whom wee 
may ordinarily and orilerly laine : no this we. cannot to the 
whole multitude. Fiftly; this Church he ſpeaketh of, be doth pt 
ſuppaſe it as the ordinary executioner of all diſcipline and cenſure. 
But the multitude have not this execution ordinaty, as all but 440 - 
rellus, and ſuch Democriralh#pirits doe afhirme, And the reaſon ra- 
tifying the ſentence of the Church, doth ſhew that often the num · 
ber of 1t is but (mall: For where tw2 or Ihres are gathered together in mp 
ame, Whereas. che Church or congregations eſſentially taken for 
teachers and people, arc incompaxably great. Neither doth Chriſt 
meane by Church the chiefe Paſtor, who is virtually as the whole 
Chuschi For firſt, the word Church deth ever Ggnifie a company, 
and never is found to note out one petſon. Secondly , the B:ſh» 
may be the perſon oſtending ot oſtended, and the Church to which 
he muſt briug the mauer, muſt be othet then himſelfe. Thirdlygthe 
gradation doch ſhe it. Firſt, by thy (elf Then ſhem a witues 8r two. 
Tben to the Church, as the ſinne ucreaſeth, the number of thoſe by 
whom it is to be rebuked and cenſured, increaleth alſo. If one ſay, 
theugh the Church ſignifie one governour, yet the gradation hol- 
deih, for i@ tell it to he goyernouc in open Court; is mbre 
then to tell ir de ,˖ẽm y. Wee grant that this is true, and were the 
word Cnurch taken here to note ſome eminent governour, it might 
be brought in as a further degiee, though one onely were enforced. 
But how can Peter be complainaint, if Peter the Præſul onely be the 
judge to whom the thing mult be denounced, Fourthly, the church 
in the Corinthians which Paul ſtitreth up to, cenſure the inceſtuous 
xerſon, was not any one but many, Their rebuke upon which it is 
lte he repented, was a re buke of many, 2 Cor. 2.6, Fiftly, if the 
church had been one, he would not have ſubjoyned: for wbat ye ſbuil 
bind on earth ſhall be bound in heeven.Sixtly,it the church did not note 
an aſſembly, how could he aſſure tllem from hence, that God would da 
what they agreed on, becauſe be was with tbe leeſt afſemilics get hered in 


bas. Ualeſſe the Church meant were an afſembly , this argu= 
ment could not be ſo correſpondent. Where two or two or three are 
aſlembled in Gods name, God is in the midſt of them to doe that 
they agree on. But where the Church is binding or looſing, there 


are 
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ame aſſembled in the game of Chriſt. Ergo. Laſtſy,the cher. i 
in che old Teſtament never noteih the high Prieſt virtually, but a. 
aſſembly of Prieſis ſiting together, as Judges in the cauſes gf God. 
Wherefore as Chriſt, duh Hine il pictuppole, every pagricutar 
Churchz So he doth here. onely preſuppoſe the joint awh urn yy and 
' jount execution of a repreſentative Church , a Presbyruyy of EIdens 
who were Paſtors and Governours, _ 35 
Arg. 4. Wee argue from the praftice gf che Churches. That 
power which is not in one, nor to bee exerciſcd by one, bit in 
many, and to be exerciſed. by many in zhe Church of the Cori 
ans, that power ih the ꝑæerciſe SHA, enn Chriſt go 
many, net to one. But che power of Eale ſiaſticall cenſure was in 
many, and to be pei formed by many a ſſe mbled. Ergo. The propo- 
ſition is _ For paul would not have called for, ner, have liked 
any conſtitution or cxercile of power Eccleſiaſticall, other the 
Chriſt had ordained, The aſſertion is denyed by ſome: : but it is a 
plaine truth by many invincible argumems. For ficit, Paul doth re- 
uke them that they had not ſet themſelves to caſt them forth. Now 
(as Ambroſe ſaith on the place. 3 4w'ern quis pot eſt alem nas b. be, 
quem ſcit reum abjicere, aut probare non valet, immunis eſt, Secondly, 
Paul doth wiſhthem aſſembled tpgethe r, with himſelfe in the nance 
and vertue of Chriſt, that they might deliver him up to Sathan. Four 
hee doth not call on them to reltraine him as already excommus. 
nicated, but 10 purge him out as an infe ctuous leaven yrt amonglt 
them. Thirdly, Paul doth tell them that they had power to judge 
thoſe within, thoſe who were called brethren, aud lived other iy iy, 
Fourthly, Pau doth tell them chat theyfdill a rebuke or mulQ or 
many, writing to them that they would cor procced, 2 Cor. z 6. Laſt- 
Iy, Paul doch attribrte power to them to forgive him, and to tece vy; 
him to the peace of the churck. Which would not have ben in them, 
had they not had the pawer to excommunicate, Sucſi as % 2 
power to binde, have no power to looſe, So it migh be pro Ly 
the Church of the The fſalonians, 2 Th. . 3.14. If ary man ni in- 
dinat , vote bim, f bas ot bers moj ref aine bim Noting, bei g not a lig. 
fication by lettet, which doth wreſt the word againſt all copies, aud 
the current of all Greck interpreters: but jadicially to note liimy hat 
all may avoid himzthat is,cxcommunicate him. Finally, he churches 
of Aſia, as it is plaine, had power of government within themſelves. 
Argem. 5. That power which the Apoſtles did not excrci(c 
in the churches, nor Eyangelilts, but with concurrence of the 
churches and Presbyteries, that power is much leſſe to be ex- 
erciſed by any ordinary Paſtour, but by many. But they did not 
ordaine, nor liy on hands alone, they did not determine queſt:ons 
by the power of the keyes alone, but with concurrence of the Preſ- 
byters of the church. Ergo, much leſſe may any ordinzry 
e 1 dlinikeg, 
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Sc. Finally, ie is very abſurd to think of companies 


rde 3 an injerpretation from ones 
privat ſence, beſides teſtimonie of Scripture, 
Thus the Apoſtles did not effer alone to determine the queſtion 
AR. 15. but had the joync ſuſfrages of the Presbycery with them. 
Not becauſe rhey could not alone have infallibly anſwrred, but be- 
cauſe it was a thing to be derermined by many;all who had received 
wer of the keyet, doing it ex ecis, and others from diſctetion and 
uty of confe ſſion the truth. Yea the biſhops called Primi ꝓrubyte- 
* had no ordinacion at the firſt which the Prebyteiy did not give 
them. Whence have biſhops of other Churches power co miniſter 
the ſactament to the b ſhop of this Church ꝰ But Timorby and Ti- 
tus are ſaid to have ordained Minifters. As Conſuls and D. dtators 
are ſaid io have cre ated Conſuls, bec auſe they called Senates, pro- 
pounded and together with others did it. No otherwiſe doe Jeſuits 
themſclves underſtand it. Selmeron on the firſt of Titus, ec. And 
it u manifeſt by Eccleſiaſtical writings of all ſorts, that Presbyters 
hd tighvof ſuffrage, not onely in their owne Presbyteries, but in 
Provinciall Synods, and therefore in O cumenicall Synods, which 
doth ariſe ſtom a combination of the other, to which their mindes 
went in the inſtructi n of b:ſhops received from their Churches. 
And pee t a Deacon, is read to have beene at the Counſell 
of Nice, and to r right of ſuffrage in it. Finally, he Pres by- 
teries did a long time execute jointly all actions of Church govern- 
mentyas is before declared. Other arguments we ſhall touch in an- 


ſwer of chele which have beene objeRed. Now to come to the con- 
cluſio set this be firft, 


Conclaſ. 1. Extraordinary power was committed to ſome * 
| * 


(83) 
_ S, ſo that in ſome caſe they might ſingularly exerciſe ie 
bout coacurrence of other. This I ſpeake in regard of Apoſiles 
and Rvangeliſts, whoſe power in many things —_ not have con- 
ance of particular „ Which in the former queſtion is 
fi y declared. 
Can. 2. That ordinary power, and the execution therof was 
net committed to any ſingular governors, whereof there was to be 
one onely in each Church. This is againſt the Jeſuits, who make 
account (the moſi of them) that as all civill power of government 
is given to Kings to bee executed by them within their common» 
wealth; fo:Ecolcfiafticall power (ſay they) is given to the Pope and 
ro bi in their particular Charches to be executed by them, and 
derived from them to the whole Church. | 
Can. 3. Ordinary power with the execution thereof, was not 
iven to the community of the church, or to the whole multitude 
of the faithfull, ſu that they were the itnmediate and firſt receptacle, 
receiving it from Chtiſt, and virtually deriving it to others. This I 
ſer downe ag inſt the Diviaes of Conſt ance our prime Divines, as 
Luther and Melanffromand the Sorboniſts, who doe maintaine it at 
this day. Vea, this ſeemeth to have bee ne Tertullienserrour 3 for in 
his booke : de padixitie, he maketh Chriſt to have left all Chriſtians 
with Ike power, but the church for her honor, did diſpoſe it as we 
ſee. The firion of a pollitick body, and naturall deceived them, 
while th: y will apply all that 1s in theſe to Chriſts wyRital body, 
not remembring that amigos is not in m i,, for then ſhould 
it bee the (ame with the . True it is, all civill power 
it in the dody politicke, the collections of ſubjects, then in a King 
from them: And all the power of hearing, ſeeing, they are in the 
whole man; which doth produce them effeRually, though formal- 
ly and inſtrumentally they are in the eare and eye. But the reaſon. 
of this is, becauſe theſe powers are naturall, and wlrat ever is natu- 
rall, doth firſt agree to the community or totum, and after ward to a 
articular perſon and part, but all that is in this body, cannnot hold 
1 Chriſts myſticall body. In a politick body power is firſt in the 
community, in the K ing from them, but all Eceleſiaſticall power is 
irſt in our King before any in the church from him. But to whom 
mould he firſt commit this power, but to bus Queene. Auſw. Con- 
fdering this power is not any Lordly power, but a power of doin 
ſervice to the church for Chriſt his ſake, Therefore it is fit it Gould 
be committed to ſome perſons, and not to the whole community 
which are the Queene of Chriſt, For it isnot fit a King ſhould com- 
mit power to his Queene to ſerve herſelfe properly : but to have 
8 who in regard of his relation ſhould tand diſtinguiſhed 
from ber. Secondly, in natuall bodies, the power of ſeeing is fiſt 
; RE oe immediatly 
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immediately in the man, from thie mary" ih the eye and particular ' 
membert: in che myſticall body, the faith of beleever is not firtt 

1 ina, tet in the beſee her, but ſirſt of all and mme di- 
el beleever for de gd le ferwch more pro- 
or th: whole, every man being to live by hit owne faith. 
Mibod'was not ſitſt i rhe Church of Iſrael, fo 
denoch th he Prieſts bur immediatly from (Clift feared in Aaron 
and his ſonnes. 0 felt. ea they were given the church intuitu e- 
jaſarm rariase ſi n e bo. Anfw. 1 bur ihis is not enough, th it 
power my be ſuid io be immedi atly received by the church as the 
firſt 2 ac; ad roi ix derived to #thers, as the poet of 
ſering i hot ohely ge n˙ναν,τus bemixs as che end of it, and the 70+ 
tum to whom it agreeth , but is in bins as the firſt ſubje from 
whom it commeth to the eye.: Bur the power even of ordmary Mi- 
mfiers is not imthechurch., For as all are ſaid not to have beene 
Apſtoles ſo not to have beene Doctors. But if the power of erdina- 
ry teachi · g had been given id avrryboleever, all ſhould have beene 
made Dodors, though not to continue foriflexerciſing the power. 
Secondly, were the power in ihe church, che church ſhould not 
onely call them, but make them out of vertue and power received 
inte her ſelfe : then ſhould the churek have a true Lordlike power 
in tegard of her Miniſters, Brides, there are many in the oommu- 
any of Chriftians une apable of this power regularly, as women and 
chil dveti./ Fig conclufion in my judgement Ves, dose & others de- 
ny-with greater ſtrengih of reaſon then thecontrary is maintained. 
contia /. 4. Pourthly, ordinary power of miniſteriall government 
i3 eocmitted with the (execution of it, to the Senator: Pres bytery 
of the church. If any f:de in any office, the church hath not power 
of ſupplyia g ih at, hut a miniſtery of calling one whom Chriſt hach 
drſcribed,' that from Chriſt he may have power of office giyen him 
m.the place vacan rn. 1 e 1 7 
Contleſ. 5, Laſtly though the community have not power given 
her, yet ſuch eſtate by Chriſt her husband is put on her, tharal] po · 
wer is to ber executed in ſuch manner, as ſtandeth with reſpe& 
to her exceliency Hence it it, chat the governours are in many things 
of greater moment tatake the conſent of the people with them. Not 
Hatihey have joynt power of the keyes with them, but becauſe they 
ſullaine the perſon of the (poule of Chriſt, and therefore cannot bee 
other de: dealt with without open diſhonour in ſuch things, which 
being in common to the whole congregation. | 

Now to anſwer cht arguments firſt propounded. 1 

The Iropoſialan of he fuſt Syllogiſme. is degyed. Tha: N was 
conwiceed te tbe fe- committed Ae · nenden, And 
de den the ſecond part of the nend Syllogiſme / proving this par 


der yed, 
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Amed. rer tbe pewer And d wat commited to „ Church in « 
Charch, Which is (6 farre from abſurdityahat he is abſurd who doth 
not (ee it in Ciyill and Saerad. Doe we notſte in Parliament a re- 
preſentative Common wealth within our Common - wealth, having 
the greateſt authority? Not to ment ion that a Church within = 
e not be ſtrange to them who imagine many Pariſhio- 
nall churches within one Dioceſan church, To the proofes which 
prevent as it were an objection, ſhe wing that the church, Mat. 18. 17. 
may be put for one chiefe Governour, 
The propoſicion is denyed. If that Peter one Governewr, may be in 
e and figare the church to wh;m the ſuriſdifion is premiſed, then th: 
8 and execucing it may be one. A molt falſe wi ne - 
on whole contrary is true. The reaſon is, becauſe the chur i- 
fied by Pete/ is properly and really a church, not figuratively and 
improperly: for then Peter ſhould have beene a figure or type, of a 
type or figurative church. The figure therefore and type being of the 
urch which is properly taken, and the church properly and really 
taken, being a company aſſembled, hence it is that (Matth. 18.1.) 
the church cannot ſigniſie one; for one is but figuratively and im- 
properly a church. There is not the ſame reaſon of the figure and 
the ching that is figured. _ hence an Argument may be retor- 
red, proving that by that church whereof Peter was a figure, is not 
meant one chiefe Goyernour, Petey as one manor Governour was 
properly and really a virtuall church and chiefe Governour. But 
Peter as one man and Governour was in figure onely the church. 
Matth. 18. Erge, that church Afotth.r8. is nota virtuall church, 
noting forth one chiefe Governour onely. As fer Cyprian ſpeech, 
it doth nothing but ſhew the conjunction of Paſtour and ople by 
mutuall love, which is ſo ſtreight that the one cannot be Taalmati- 
cally left out, but the other is forſaken alſo. Otherwiſe I thinke it 
cannot be ſhewed to the time of Innocent the third, that rhe Biſhop 
was counted the church; or this dreame of a virtuall church once 
imagined. The Clerkes of the church of Plecentie did in their oath of 
canogicall obedience ſweare thus: That tbey would obey the church of 
Placentia, and the Lord their Biſhop. Where the Chapiter doth carry 
the name of the church from the Biſhop.. Yea, even in thoſe times 
prepoſed, or ſer before him, when the was lifted up above ge- 
nerall councels, then it is like was the firſt nativity of theſe virtuall 


churches. As for a Kingdome I doubt not, but it may be put for a 
King figuratively : but the church typified by Peter, muſt needs be 2 
church e And it will acver be proved that any one Gover- 
nout was ſetup in a church proportionable to a King in a Com- 
mon- mealch in whom is all civill power whereby the whole King · 
dome is adminiſtred. 
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55 To he founh, That ond ic Hier fer execution they MAY. To which 
we may adde, that though the Biſhops be but as Conſuls in a Senat, 
ot Vice-chancellors in a Univerſuy, having when they fic with 


Fs , No more power then the reſt. Vet theſe have execution of 
many thingscommicted to them. The aſſettion. viz. Thas many ore 
ie fe for exication, we deny. That order is fitteſt which God in- 


* But he doth commit the keyes to the Church, to many, 
tat they might exerciſe the authority of them; when that mean is 
moll fit, which God will moſt bleſſe, and his blefling doth folluew 
bis owe order, this is the ficreſt, Secondly, in the Apoſtles times, 
and in the times after, almoſt foure hundred yeeres expired, Presby- 
ters did continue with B.ſhops in governing and executing what 
ever was decreed. Thirdly, this deprivation from the firſt order, 
one to execute for a Dieceſan, one for a Provincaall, the decrees of 
. a Dioceſan and Provinciall,drew on a nete ſſityof one ro execute the 
decrees of the Occumenicall Church or Pope. .Fourthly, Let them 
ſhew where God divided the power of making lawes for govern- 
ment of any Church from the power to execute chem. Regularly 
they who have the greater committed, have the lefler alſo, Fiſtly, 
we ſee even in civill governments many parts by joynt Councell 
and action are as happily governed as others are by a ſingular go» 
vernour. Truely,that the Aﬀrican Fathers write to C eleſtide is true : 
It is unlikely that God will le preſent with one, in Piring bim with bis ſþi- 
rut, aui nor te preſent with many who are in bis name, an with bis w- 
rent afſembled. As for thoſe compariſons they hold not in all i they 
bold in th u which the Conſull doth in calling the aſſembly, pro- 
a chingg, dc. Vet the Conſuls never took the power to cen- 
ure their fellowes without the concurrence of their fellow Sena- 
tors, nor to withdraw themſelves from being ſubje& to the cenſure 
_ of thekeſt of the Senate. 

To the fift argument, to the ſition by diſtinction: if they 
have all power both of minifteriall application, and infticucing 
ethers out of yerrue and authority, then Paſtours derive. But this 

A denyed, She hath no power but of Miniftery, and no plenitude 
but fo farre as they in their owne perſons can diſcharge. It preſup- 
poſeth therefore we affirme in eur queſtion what we doe not. Bue 
ro let che propoſition paſſe, becauſe of ſome derivation, it is woe, 
If ſhe have but all power of n application, chen * 

3 ne 


ay ne give it as an inſtru. 
2 penmy of bis owe, 
e zke bim h Almoner. KA 
all: offices babs hooſe, 'W waimſterially . 
vs Pleaſbre. This the Cwärch deriverh, 28 ta- 
on whom: Chriſt deſcribech, and our of power will 7 
d in this or that office m bis Church « This anſwereth ts 
ſu der Ne ro fe wick thoſe ood _ W- 
6 an's ah bots k whom me King 
int . eit ſhe doe Tt in Ste ward-like 
3x ie fole Lord und m iſter of his houſe, then N 
e Ede in lis nume, but in his maſters name. 
hin bya ſerver, doth exerure his c ffice not in ma. 
— bog his maſters, who onely out of power did 


1 anſwer, Ther the particular Church may 
What meinber ſoever in the Church is che of- 
gm to the Church. The Church 
to ſee that Ar s doe his dutie, then it 
tand cenſure him not doing it. If the Church 
chooſe one their Biff and fo power of 
then of deftitutivg alſo. Is — & 8 
2 e M m. Ina Pte the oor | nne, 


jon that i is 28 
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Communion the paihen tv ene power guck the 
i Paſffour. So ſhe cannot cenſure or depoſe, Chat onely mini- 
ctiallyenecming dhe cenſure 6f Chriſt, who will have ſuch a one 
armed ous, er. * dur che Biſho 
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oe Lilla was lawfully depoſed by the Church of Rome, Surely 

. : : . - r 

men of learning will deny it, when no reaſon evince ih the 

"Pope though a generall Paſtor ſobject to the cenſure of a Church 
Oeumenicall, bur the ſame proveth a Dioceſan Biſhop ſubjeR to 
- "the cenſure of the Church. Unlefle they will ſay with 
* ſome Schoolmen, Sete vi. That the Pope is but the vicar of Chriſt 1 
ian the generall Church: but the Biſhop is both the vicar of Chriſt, 
„ and elfe repreſenteth the generall Church in his Dioceſſe, whence 
be cannot be proceeded againſt by the Church that is a particular. As 
” . ito be a vicar of Chriſt were a leſſer matter then to repreſent the 

generall Church, with whom in his calling the Church Oecumeni- 
call hath nothing to doe. 
Ws To that which is objected touching Fathers, Paſtors ; the ũmili- 
tudes hold not in all things. Naturall parents are no wayes children, % 
ur in ſtate of ſubjection to their children: but ſpirituall fathers are 
ſo fathers, that in ſome reſpect they are children to the whole 
Church. So ſhepherds are no way ſhee pe, but miniſters are in 
regard of the whole Church. Secondly, Parents and Shepherds 
are abſolutely parents and ſhepherds, be they good or evill : but 
ſpirituall Parents and Paſtors are no longer ſo then they doe accos- 
dingly behave themſelves. Beſides, are not civill Kings Parents and 
Paſtors of their people ? yet if they be not abſolute Monarches, it 

was never eſteemed as abſurd, to ſay that their people had power in 
ſome caſes to depoſe them, If their owne Churches have no 
power over them, it will be hard to ſhew wherein others 

C have ſuch power of juriſdiRion over perſons who 
* belong not to their ow ne churches. But Lord 
5 B. ſhops muſt take ſtate on them, and 

not ſubje ct themſelves unto apy tri- 

all, but by cheir Peeres onely, 
which is by a Councell 
of Biſhops, 


FFNFS. 


; 1 * 2 "4 * AG - * 
' a ons Dep he EY”: IR 
5 „ I > 5 L " * 
s A +. SO 
=... 3 ST 
+ 5 * . A 3 8 
* ad oe * 
* * *%. * 


M4 

l 

raed "x 

„ A+ 
4 


8 2 3 ai 8 2 2 
. 8 r 
1 SN OTIS ]. —:— 


